DETROIT PUBLIC LISRARY APR 1 - 1968 


=~ BEDERAL 
REGISTER 


VOLUME 33 NUMBER 61 
Thursday, March 28, 1968 Washington, D.C. 


Pages 5075-5132 


Agencies in this issue— 


The President 

Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 

Business and Defense Services 
Administration 

Civil Aeronautics Board 

Civil Service Commission 

Consumer and Marketing Service 

Customs Bureau 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Federal Communications Commission 

Federal Maritime Commission 

Federal Power Commission 

Federal Reserve System 

General Services Administration 

Geological Survey 

Internal Revenue Service 

Interstate Commerce Commission 

Labor Department 

Labor Standards Bureau 

Land Management Bureau 

National Park Service 

Securities and Exchange Commission 

Small Business Administration 

Tariff Commission 

Treasury Department 

Veterans Administration 


Detailed list of Contents appears inside. 





How To Find U.S. Statutes and 
United States Code Citations 


[Revised Edition—1965 | 


This pamphlet contains typical legal 
references which require further cit- 
ing. The official published volumes 
in which the citations may be found 
are shown alongside each refer- 
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lustrations of principal finding aids 
and reflects the changes made in 


the new master table of statutes set 
out in the 1964 edition of the United 
States Code. 


them. Additional finding aids, 
some especially useful in citing cur- 
rent legislation, also have been in- 
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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 


Proclamation 3837 
WORLD TRADE WEEK, 1968 
By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 


A new era of world trade is opening. The challenges are great—the 
opportunities unlimited. 


The United States must meet the challenges, and seize the oppor- 
tunities to increase our economic growth and the well-being of our 
citizens. 


The United States also has heavy responsibilities in preserving a 
favorable trade balance and maintaining the soundness of the free 
world monetary system. The United States dollar is, at present, the 
cornerstone of that system. Its strength abroad depends on keeping our 
foreign earnings and spending in reasonable balance. 


In recent years our outflow of dollars has far exceeded the inflow, 
and we have a dangerous deficit in our international accounts. This 
situation cannot be allowed to continue. 


That is why we have taken action this year to bring our balance 
of payments closer to equilibrium. The measures we have undertaken 
will insure the continued strength of the dollar. 


An essential element of this program is the expansion of our exports 
of goods and services to bring in more dollars. 


Last year saw new records in United States trade. We exported $231 
billion worth of our merchandise, $2 bé//ion more than the year before. 
We also provided the greatest market ever for the products of other 
nations, importing $27 billion worth of goods. 


But we must sell even more overseas. The great success of the 
Kennedy Round of tariff negotiations offers us this opportunity. 


The fruits of the Kennedy Round, which produced the broadest 
reduction in import duties in history, will be vast new trading oppor- 
tunities for the United States and for other countries. 


The tariff concessions cover $40 billion in world trade. Other coun- 
tries granted the United States concessions on some $8 billion of our 
industrial and agricultural products—more than one-fourth of our 
total exports. We reduced duties on about the same volume of our 
imports. The United States and other major trading nations put the 
first stage of these reductions into effect this year. 


If we are to take advantage of these new opportunities to increase 
our sales abroad, we must do everything possible to make our goods 
better and less expensive and to make them available in foreign 
markets. 

We must make every effort to insure stable prices in order to meet 
foreign competition at home and abroad. 


Our success depends on the prompt enactment of legislation now 
before the Congress. First and foremost, the penny-on-a-dollar tax bill 
is the key element in our prudent program to restrain inflation and 
strengthen our competitive position in world markets. My recom- 
mendations to strengthen the financing of our exports and the promo- 


tion of our sales abroad are also vital to the long-run improvement we 
can and will achieve. 
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THE PRESIDENT 


World trade joins nations in economic progress. It creates more jobs, 
encourages investments, and raises family incomes. It makes more 
consumer goods available and at lower prices. It allows nations to 
make more productive use of their manpower and machines. 


The gains won at Geneva last summer moved the world closer to the 
= 
healthy trading conditions on which the prosperity of many nations 
depends. 


We look forward, too, to increasing trade in peaceful goods and 
technology with the Soviet Union and other Eastern European nations 
as a positive contribution to mutual trust, fruitful cooperation, and 
lasting peace. 

Our objective must be to take advantage of the new trading oppor- 
tunities to sell our goods abroad. 

In 1968, World Trade Week has greater significance than ever 
before. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the U nited States of Ameri ica, do hereby proclaim the week beginning 
May 19, 1968, as World Trade Week; and I request the appropriate 
Federal, State, and local officials to cooperate in the observance of that 
week, 

I also urge business, labor, agricultural, educational, professional, 
and civic groups, as well as the people of the United States generally, 
to obser‘ve World Tré ide Week with gathe rings, dise ‘ussions, exhibits, 
ceremonies, and other ap propr iate activities designed to promote 


continuing awareness of the importance of world trade to our economy 
and our relations with other nations. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
twenty-seventh day of March, in the year of our Lord nineteen 
hundred and sixty-eight, and of the Independence of the United States 
of America the one hundred and ninetv-second. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-8826; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 12:16 p.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 


Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 


PART 338—QUALIFICATION 
REQUIREMENTS (GENERAL) 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


1. Section 213.3102 is amended to show 
that positions are excepted under Sched- 
ule A when the Civil Service Commission 
authorizes them to be filled by aliens in 
the absence of qualified citizens. Among 
others, this authority applies to positions 
covered by two individual agency au- 
thorities (for the Department of the 
Interior and Smithsonian Institution, 
respectively), which are now revoked. 
Effective on publication in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER, paragraph (bb) is added to 
§ 213.3102, and the following authorities 
are revoked as set out below: subpara- 
graph (11) of paragraph (a) of 
§ 213.3112 and paragraph (a) of 
§ 213.3174. 


§ 213.3102 Entire executive civil service. 


(bb) Subject to prior approval of the 
Commission, positions when filled by 
aliens in the absence of qualified citizens. 


§ 213.3112 Department of the Interior. 


(a) General. * * * 
(11) [Revoked] 


. 7. - . e 
§ 213.3174 Smithsonian Institution. 
(a) [Revoked] 


(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 
3 CFR 1954-58 Comp.., p. 218) 


2. Section 338.101 is amended to au- 
thorize giving limited executive assign- 
ments to noncitizens in the absence of 
qualified citizens and to discontinue au- 
thorization to make temporary appoint- 
ment of noncitizens in the competitive 
service, Effective on publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, paragraph (b) of 
§ 338.101 is amended as set out below. 


§ 338.101 Citizenship. 


(b) A person may be given appoint- 
ment only if he is a citizen of or owes 
permanent allegiance to the United 
States. However, a noncitizen may be 
given (1) a limited executive assignment 
under section 305.509 of this chapter in 
the absence of qualified citizens or (2) 
an appointment in rare cases under sec- 
tion 316.601 of this chapter, unless the 
appointment is prohibited by statute. 


s s . . > 
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(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 
3 CFR 1954-58 Comp. p. 218) 


UNITED STATES Crivit SERV- 
ICE COMMISSION, 
JaMEs C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3730; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter I—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department of 
Agriculture 


PART 53—LIVESTOCK, MEATS, PRE- 
PARED MEATS, AND MEAT PROD- 
UCTS (GRADING, CERTIFICATION, 
AND STANDARDS) 


Subpart B—Standards 


STANDARDS FOR GRADES OF BARROW AND 
GILT CARCASSES 


Pursuant to authority conferred by 
the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 1622, 1624), and 
in accordance with the administrative 
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, on 
September 19, 1967, a notice was pub- 
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 
13230) regarding a proposed change in 
the Official Grade Standards for Barrow 
and Gilt Carcasses (7 CFR 53.142 et 
seq.). The notice provided that written 
data, views, or arguments concerning the 
proposal could be submitted within 90 
days after the notice appeared in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. The comments sub- 
mitted on this proposal, as well as all 
other information available to the De- 
partment, have been considered in arriv- 
ing at a decision on this proposal. 


STATEMENT OF CONSIDERATIONS 


Since the last revision of the standards 
for grades of pork carcasses, in 1955, 
there has been great progress in the 
production of slaughter swine. The pro- 
posed revision of the standards pub- 
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER on Sep- 
tember 19, 1967, was designed to properly 
recognize the superior carcasses now 
being produced. 

Many comments favoring the proposal 
were received and a number of the com- 
ments included suggestions for improve- 
ment. On the basis of a careful study of 
all the information available to the De- 
partment at this time it is concluded 
that, with the changes noted below, the 
adoption of the pork carcass grade 
standards proposed September 19, 1967, 
is in the best interest of the swine in- 
dustry and the consuming public. There- 
fore, under the authority conferred by 
the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, 


[SEAL] 


as amended (7 U.S.C. 1622, 1624), and in 
accordance with the administrative pro- 
cedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, the 
Official United States Grade Standards 
for Barrow and Gilt Carcasses appearing 
in 7 CFR 53.142 et seq., are revised as 
hereinafter set forth. 

These revised standards include the 
following major changes from the pub- 
lished proposal on which comments 
were received: 

1. Carcass weight has been included 
as an optional grade factor to be used 
instead of carcass length. However, when 
the grade determined by using length 
differs from that determined by using 
weight, the grade determined by using 
carcass length shall take precedence. 

2. The Medium grade has been re- 
named US. Utility. This was done in the 
interest of better coordinating the grade 
names for all three species of livestock 
and meat. “Utility” has been used as a 
grade name in the other species for 
mary years. It is also concluded that 
“Utility” is a more descriptive name for 
the kinds of carcasses that will be in- 
cluded in the grade than is the term 
*‘Medium.” 

3. The suitability of the belly for the 
preduction of bacon is now given direct 
consideration in determining grade. The 
proposal indicated that this was a factor 
considered in evaluating lean quality 
and, therefore, an indirect factor 
affecting grade. 


4. The description of acceptable lean 
quality has been extended to include 
characteristics of the cut surface of the 
loin eye muscle at the 10th rib. 

The above and other minor deviations 
from the notice are based primarily on 
comments received during the rulemak- 
ing period. All of these changes were 
made in the interest of more uniform 
and accurate interpretation of the 
standards. It is not the intent that any of 
them should make any material change 
in the application of the standards from 
that intended under the proposal. 

It does not appear that further notice 
and other public procedure would make 
additional factual information available 
to the Department. Therefore, under the 
administrative procedure provisions (5 
U.S.C. 553), it is found upon good cause 
that further public procedure with re- 
spect to the standards is unnecessary. 

Several comments were received to the 
effect that the expected yields for the 
various grades as shown in Table I were 
too low. These expected yields are the 
result of carefully conducted cutting 
tests made by the Department using the 
same cutting and trimming methods 
which were used in developing the orig- 
inal standards. The resulting cuts are 
more closely trimmed than those ob- 
tained by following commercial practices. 
In this connection, a recent cutting test 
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conducted by the Department in cooper- 
ation with a major packer showed that 
the yields obtained by cutting and trim- 
ming according to the packer’s method 
were approximately 3 percent higher 
than yields obtained using the USDA 
method. However, as long as the method 
of cutting and trimming of the different 
grades is uniform, the differences in 
yield of cuts associated with a full grade 
change will be similar. 

The revised provisions of the Official 
U.S. Standards for Grades of Barrow and 
Gilt Carcasses are as follows: 

1. Section 53.142 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 53.142 Application of standards for 
grades of barrow and gilt carcasses. 


(a) Grades for barrow and gilt car- 
casses are based on two general con- 
siderations: (1) Quality-indicating char- 
acteristics of the lean, and (2) expected 
combined yields of the four lean cuts 
(ham, loin, picnic shoulder, and Boston 
butt). 

(b) With respect to quality, two gen- 
eral levels are considered: One for car- 
casses with characteristics which indi- 
cate that the lean in the four lean cuts 
will have an acceptable quality and one 
for carcasses with characteristics which 
indicate that the lean will have an un- 
acceptable quality. The quality of the 
lean is best evaluated by a direct obser- 
vation of its characteristics in a cut sur- 
face and when a cut surface of major 
muscles is available, this shall be used as 
the basis for the quality determination. 
The standards describe the characteris- 
tics of the loin eye muscle at the 10th 
rib. However, when this surface is not 
available, other exposed major muscle 
surfaces can be used for the quality de- 
termination based on the normal devel- 
opment of the characteristics in relation 
to those described for the loin eye muscle 
at the 10th rib. When a major muscle cut 
surface is not available, the quality of 
the lean shall be evaluated indirectly 
based on quality-indicating characteris- 
tics that are evident in carcasses. These 
include firmness of the fat and lean, 
amount of feathering between the ribs, 
and color of the lean. The standards de- 
scribe a development of each of these 
factors that is normally associated with 
the lower limit of acceptable lean quality. 
The degree of external fatness, as such, 
is not considered in evaluating the 
quality of the lean. 

(c) Carcasses which have characteris- 
tics indicating that the lean in the four 
lean cuts will not have an acceptable 
quality or bellies too thin to be suitable 
for bacon production are graded US. 
Utility. Also graded U.S. Utility—regard- 
less of their development of other qual- 
ity-indicating characteristics—are car- 
casses which are soft and oily. Belly 
thickness is determined by an overall 
evaluation of its thickness with primary 
consideration being given to the thick- 
ness along the navel edge and thickness 
of the belly pocket. 

(d) Four grades—US. No. 1, U.S. No. 
2, U.S. No. 3, and U.S. No. 4—are pro- 
vided for carcasses which have indica- 
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tions of an acceptable lean quality and 
acceptable belly thickness. These grades 
are based entirely on the expected car- 
cass yields of the four lean cuts and no 
consideration is given to a development 
of quality superior to that described as 
minimum for these grades. The expected 
yields of the four lean cuts for each of 
these four grades are shown in Table I: 
TABLE I 
Expected Yields of the Four Lean Cuts Based 
on Chilled Carcass Weight, by Grade ' 
Grade Yield 
U.S. No. 53 percent and over. 
US. No. 50 to 52.9 percent. 
U.S. No. 47 to 49.9 percent. 
US. No. Less than 47 percent. 


1 These yields will be approximately 1 per- 
cent lower if based on hot carcass weight. 
The yields shown in Table I are based on 
cutting and trimming methods used by 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture in 
developing the standards. (These cutting 
and trimming methods may be obtained 
from the Livestock Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Washington. D.C. 20250.) 
Other cutting and trimming methods 
may result in different yields. For ex- 
ample, if more fat is left on the four lean 
cuts than prescribed in the USDA cut- 
ting and trimming methods, the yield for 
each grade will be higher than indicated. 
However, such a method of trimming, if 
applied uniformly, should result in simi- 
lar differences in yields between grades. 

(e) Carcasses vary in their yields of 
the four lean cuts because of variations 


in their degree of fatness and in 
their degree of muscling (thickness of 
muscling in relation to skeletal size). 
Since many carcasses have a normal dis- 
tribution of fat and a normal develop- 
ment of muscling for their degree of fat- 
ness, in determining their grade the 
actual average thickness of backfat and 
the carcass length or weight are the only 
factors considered. These relationships 
are illustrated in Figure I for carcasses 
either 27 to 36 inches lung or weighing 
120 to 255 pounds. For carcasses of other 
lengths or weights, average backfat 
thickness requirements for the various 
grades can be determined by an exten- 
sion of the lines in this figure (Nore: In 
cases where length and backfat thickness 
indicate a different grade than weight 
and backfat, the grade shall be deter- 
mined by using length.) In these stand- 
ards the actual average thickness of 
backfat is an average of three measure- 
ments including the skin made opposite 
the first and last ribs and th2 last lumbar 
vertebra; carcass length is measured 
from the anterior point of the aitch bone 
to the anterior edge of the first rib next 
to the first vertebra; and hot carcass 
weight (or chilled carcass weight « 102 
percent) is based on an entire carcass 
dressed packer style—split into two sides 
down the back, jowls attached, and head, 
ham facings, and leaf fat removed. When 
carcasses are not dressed according to 
packer style or when, through condemna- 
tions or for uther reasons portions of the 
carcass have been removed, appropriate 
adjustments shall be made in carcass 
weight. 


RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN AVERAGE THICKNESS OF BACKFAT, 
CARCASS LENGTH OR WEIGHT, AND GRADE FOR CARCASSES 
WITH MUSCLING TYPICAL OF THEIR DEGREE OF FATNESS. 


Average Thickness 
Backfat (inches)? ., 


Sanne nen n nen ae enema sannawe 


Hot Carcass Weight (pounds)2/ 


255 


oP an ae n eee 
1 
I 


——— 


U.S. No. | 


32 


Carcass Length (inches) 


‘Y An average of three measurements including the skin made opposite the first and last ribs and the last 
lumbar vertebra, It also reflects adjustment, as appropriate, to compensate for variations = from » normal 


fat distribution. 


2/ Carcass weight is based on a hot packer style carcass. 
'3/ Carcass length Is measured from the anterior point of the aitch bone to the anterior edge of the first rib. 


Figure I 
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(f) In some carcasses the actual aver- 
age thickness of backfat is not represent- 
ative of their degree of fatness. In such 
cases, an appropriate adjustment is made 
in the average thickness of backfat and 
the grade is then determined as illus- 
trated in Figure I. In evaluating the de- 
cree of fatnesss to determine whether it 
is representative of the actual average 
thickness of backfat, particular attention 
is given to the backfat thickness at 
points other than those used in deter- 
mining the average and to the amount of 
fat in such areas as over the outside of 
the ham, at the juncture of the belly with 
the shoulder, directly anterior to the hip- 
bone, and over the edge of the loin. For a 
carcass having a fat distribution indica- 
tive of a greater degree of overall fatness 
than that normally associated with its 
actual average thickness of backfat, the 
average thickness of backfat is adjusted 
upward. Likewise, for a carcass having a 
fat distribution indicative of a lesser de- 
gree of overall fatness than that normally 
associated with its actual average thick- 
ness of backfat, the average thickness of 
backfat is adjusted downward. In many 
carcasses, no adjustment is necessary. 
Although an adjustment in the average 
thickness of backfat of one-tenth of an 
inch is not uncommon, seldom should it 
exceed two-tenths of an inch. 


(g) The degree of muscling specified 
for each of the four grades decreases pro- 
gressively from the U.S. No. 1 grade 
through the U.S. No. 4 grade. This re- 
flects the fact that among carcasses of 
the same weight, fatter carcasses nor- 
mally have a lesser degree of muscling. 
For purposes of these standards, six 
degrees of muscling are recognized: Very 
thick, thick, moderately thick, slightly 
thin, thin, and very thin. These are in- 
tended to cover the entire range of 
muscling present among pork carcasses 
currently being produced. The degrees 
which are typical for carcasses at the 
minimum of the U.S. No. 1, U.S. No. 2, 
U.S. No. 3, and U.S. No. 4 grades are, 
respectively: Thick, moderately thick, 
slightly thin, and thin. For carcasses 
having a development of muscling which 
is different from that normally associated 
with their degree of fatness, the average 
backfat thickness-carcass length on car- 
cass weight relationships for the various 
ure I. Consideration is given such unusual 
developments of muscling as follows: In 
each grade, a superior development of 
muscling is permitted to compensate for 
a greater average backfat thickness at 
the rate of one-tenth inch greater back- 
fat thickness for a full degree of superior 
muscling. Except for the U.S. No. 1 grade, 
the reverse type of compensation is also 
permitted at the sarne rate. In the U.S. 
No. 1 grade, this type of compensation is 
limited to one full degree of inferior 
muscling; carcasses which have less than 
moderately thick muscling but which 
would otherwise qualify for the U.S. No. 1 
grade are graded U.S. No. 2. 

(h) In no case, however, may the com- 
bined effect of variations-from-normal 
fat distribution and muscling alter the 
final grade more than one full grade from 
that indicated by the actual average 
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backfat thickness and carcass length or 
weight. 


(i) Since carcasses qualifying for the 


U.S. No. 1, U.S. No. 2, U.S. No. 3, and- 


U.S. No. 4 grades may vary with respect 
to their average thickness of backfat, 
their length or weight, their development 
of muscling, and their distribution of 
fat, there will be carcasses which qualify 
for each of these grades in which the 
development of one or more of these 
factors is more nearly typical of another 
grade. Because it is impractical to 
describe the nearly limitless numbers of 
such recognizable combinations of these 
factors, the standards for each grade 
describe only carcasses whose expected 
yield of the four lean cuts is at the lower 
limit of each grade and which have a 
development of muscling and distrihbu- 
tion of fat which is normal for such 
carcasses. 

(j) The standards describe the devel- 
opment of the various grade factors as 
they appear in thoroughly chilled car- 
casses. However, carcasses with a lesser 
degree of chilling may be graded if 
there is reasonable assurance that after 
thorough chilling they will have indica- 
tions of either acceptable or unaccept- 
able quality of lean. 

2. Section 53.143 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 53.143 Specifications of official U.S. 
standards for grades of barrow and 
gilt carcasses. 


(a) U.S. No. 1. Carcasses in this grade 
have an acceptable quality of lean, a 
high yield of lean cuts, and a low yield 
of fat cuts. For carcasses with minimum 
acceptable lean quality, the cut surface 
of the loin eye muscle at the 10th rib 
will be slightly firm, have a slight 
amount of marbling and be grayish pink 
to moderately dark red in color. How- 
ever, for intact carcasses, minimum 
acceptable quality of lean is indicated 
by a slight amount of feathering, fat 
that is slightly firm, and lean that is 
slightly firm and grayish pink to mod- 
erately dark red in color. The belly is at 
least slightly thick. Carcasses near the 
borderline between the U.S. No. 1 and 
US. No. 2 grades are thickly muscled in 
the hams, loins, and shoulders. The 
lower portion of the ham toward the 
hock is covered with a thin layer of fat, 
the back is well-rounded, the area at 
the juncture of the lower part of the 
shoulder and the belly is depressed in 
relation to the shoulder and the belly, 
and the area directly anterior to the hip- 
bone is depressed in relation to the loin 
and ham. The maximum actual average 
thickness of backfat for carcasses in 
this grade will vary depending upon the 
distribution of fat, the development of 
muscling, and the carcass length or 
weight. For carcasses with a distribution 
of fat and development of muscling as 
described herein, the maximum average 
thickness of backfat increases from 1.3 
to 1.6 inches with increases in either 
carcass length from 27 to 36 inches or 
carcass weight from 120 to 255 pounds 
(see Figure I). A development of 
muscling superior to that specified as 
minimum for the U.S. No. 1 grade may 
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compensate for a development of fat- 
ness which is greater than that indicated 
in Figure I as maximum for the US. 
No. 1 grade at the rate of one full degree 
of muscling for one-tenth of an inch 
increase in thickness of backfat. For 
example, a carcass which is 30 inches 
long and which has very thick muscling 
may have an average thickness of back- 
fat of 1.5 inches and remain eligible for 
the U.S. No. 1 grade. The reverse type 
of compensation is also permitted—at 
the same rate—except that in no case 
may a carcass be graded U.S. No. 1 with 
less than moderately thick muscling. 
Also, in no case may the combined effect 
of variations in muscling and fat dis- 
tribution from those described herein 
alter the final grade more than one full 
grade from that indicated by the actual 
average backfat thickness and either 
carcass length or weight. 

(b) U.S. No. 2. Carcasses in this grade 
have an acceptable quality of lean, a 
slightly high yield of lean cuts, and a 
slightly low yield of fat cuts. For car- 
casses with minimum acceptable lean 
quality the cut surface of the loin eye 
muscle at the 10th rib will be slightly 
firm, have a slight amount of marbling 
and be grayish pink to moderately dark 
red in color. However, for intact car- 
casses, minimum acceptable quality of 
lean is indicated by a slight amount of 
feathering, fat that is slightly firm, and 
lean that is slightly firm and grayish 
pink to moderately dark red in color. The 
belly is at least slightly thick. Carcasses 
near the borderline between the U.S. No. 
2 and U.S. No. 3 grades are moderately 
thickly muscled in the hams, loins, and 
shoulders. The lower portion of the ham 
toward the hock is covered with a slightly 
thin layer of fat and the back is slightly 
well-rounded. The area at the juncture 
of the lower part of the shoulder and 
belly is slightly depressed in relation to 
the shoulder and the belly and the area 
directly anterior to the hipbone is slightly 
depressed in relation to the loin and ham. 
The maximum actual average thickness 
of backfat for carcasses in this grade 
will vary depending upon the distribution 
of fat, the development of muscling, and 
the carcass length or weight. For car- 
casses with a distribution of fat and 
development of muscling as described 
herein, the maximum average thickness 
of backfat increases from 1.6 to 1.9 inches 
with increases in either carcass length 
from 27 to 36 inches or carcass weight 
from 120 to 255 pounds (see Figure I). 
A development of muscling superior to 
that specified as minimum for the US. 
No. 2 grade may compensate for a devel- 
opment of fatness which is greater than 
that specified as maximum for the U.S. 
No. 2 grade at the rate of one full degree 
of muscling for one-tenth of an inch in- 
crease in thickness of backfat. For 
example, a carcass which is 30 inches 
long and which has thick muscling may 
have an average thickness of backfat of 
1.8 inches and remain eligible for the 
U.S. No. 2 grade. The reverse type of 
compensation is also permitted at the 
same rate. For example, a carcass which 
is 30 inches long and which has an aver- 
age thickness of backfat of 1.6 inches 
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may have slightly thin muscling and re- 
main eligible for the U.S. No. 2 grade. 
In no case may the combined effect of 
variations in muscling and fat distribu- 
tion from those described herein alter 
the final grade more than one full grade 
from that indicated by the actual average 
backfat thickness and either carcass 
length or weight. 

(c) U.S. No. 3. Carcasses in this grade 
have an acceptable quality of lean, a 
slightly low yield of lean cuts, and a 
slightly high yield of fat cuts. For car- 
casses with minimum acceptable lean 
quality, the cut surface of the loin eye 
muscle at the 10th rib will be at least 
slightly firm, have a slight amount of 
marbling, and be grayish pink to moder- 
ately dark red in color. However, for 
intact carcasses, minimum acceptable 
quality of lean is indicated by a slight 
amount of feathering, fat that is slightly 
firm, and lean that is slightly firm and 
grayish pink to moderately dark red in 
color. The belly is at least slightly thick. 
Carcasses near the borderline between 
the U.S. No. 3 and US. No. 4 grades are 
slightly thinly muscled in the hams, loins, 
and shoulders. The lower portion.of the 
ham toward the hock is covered with a 
slightly thick layer of fat. The back is 
slightly flat and the edge of the loin is 
slightly full resulting in a slight break 
from the back into the side. In the area 
at the juncture of the lower part of the 
shoulder and the belly there is only a 
very slight depression in relation to the 
shoulder and the belly. In the area di- 
rectly anterior to the hipbone there is 
only a very slight depression in relation 
to the loin and the ham. The maximum 
actual average thickness of backfat for 
carcasses in this grade will vary depend- 
ent upon the distribution of fat, the 
development of muscling, and the carcass 
length or weight. For carcasses with a 
distribution of fat and development of 
muscling as described herein, the maxi- 
mum average thickness of backfat in- 
creases from 1.9 to 2.2 inches with in- 
creases in either carcass length from 27 
to 36 inches or carcass weight from 120 
to 255 pounds (see Figure I). A develop- 
ment of muscling superior to that speci- 
fied as minimum for the U.S. No. 3 grade 
may compensate for a development of 
fatness which is greater than that 
specified as maximum for the U.S. No. 
3 grade at the rate of one full degree of 
muscling for one-tenth of an inch 
increase in thickness of backfat. For 
example, a carcass which is 30 inches 
long and which has moderately thick 
muscling may have an average thickness 
of backfat of 2.1 inches and remain 
eligible for the U.S. No. 3 grade. The 
reverse type of compensation is also per- 
mitted at the same rate. For example, a 
carcass which is 30 inches long and which 
has an average thickness of backfat of 
1.9 inches may have thin muscling and 
remain eligible for the U.S. No. 3 grade. 
In no case may the combined effect of 
variations in muscling and fat distribu- 
tion from those described herein alter 
the final grade more than one full grade 
from that indicated by the actual average 
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backfat thickness and either carcass 
length or weight. 

(d) U.S. No. 4. Carcasses in this grade 
have an acceptable quality of lean but 
a lower expected yield of lean cuts than 
carcasses in the U.S. No. 3 grade. 

(e) U.S. Utility. Included in this grade 
are all carcasses which have charac- 
teristics that indicate they will have a 
lesser development of lean quality than 
described as minimum for the U.S. No. 1, 
U.S. No. 2, U.S. No. 3, and U.S. No. 4 
grades. Also included are all carcasses 
which do not have acceptable belly thick- 
ness and all carcasses—regardless of 
their development of other quality- 
indicating characteristics—which are 
soft and oily. 

Effective date. This revision should be 
made effective promptly in order to be 
of maximum benefit to swine producers 
who are involved in grade and weight 
selling. It does not appear that further 
public rule-making procedure will result 
in the acquisition of additional informa- 
tion by the Department of Agriculture. 
Therefore, in accordance with the ad- 
ministrative procedure provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553, it is found upon good cause 
that further public procedure with re- 
spect to the revision is impracticable and 
unnecessary and it may be made effec- 
tive less than 30 days after publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


The foregoing revision shall become 
effective April 1, 1968. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 22d 
day of March 1968. 


G. R. GRANGE, 


Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3700; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation Service (Agri- 
cultural Adjustment), Department of 
Agriculture 


PART 729—PEANUTS 


Subpart—Additional Allotments for 
Valencia Type Peanuts—1968-69 
Marketing Year 


Basis and purpose. The provisions of 
§ 729.1814 are issued under section 
358(c)(2) of the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act of 1938, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
1358(c) (2)). The purpose of § 729.1814 
is to make a determination on the basis 
of the average yield per acre of Valencia 
type peanuts during the 5-year period 
1963-67, adjusted for trends in yields 
and abnormal conditions of production 
affecting yields, that the supply of Va- 
lencia type peanuts for the 1968-69 
marketing year will be insufficient to 
meet the estimated demand for cleaning 
and shelling purposes at prices at which 
the Commodity Credit Corporation may 
sell for such purposes peanuts owned or 
controlled by CCC. The State allotments 
for States producing Valencia type pea- 
nuts are increased in order to meet such 
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demand. The latest available statistics 
of the Federal Government were used in 
making these determinations. 


Notice of the proposed determinations 
with respect to Valencia type peanuts 
under section 358(c) (2) of the act was 
published in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 
553 (80 Stat. 383) in the FPeperat Recis- 
TER Of February 9, 1968 (33 F.R. 2783). 
The recommendations received in re- 
sponse to such notice were considered 
and adopted to the extent permitted by 
the act. In order that peanut farmers 
may be notified as soon as possible of 
any increases of farm allotments for the 
1968 crop, it is essential that § 729.1814 
be made effective as soon as possible. Ac- 
cordingly, it is hereby determined and 
found that compliance with the 30-day 
effective date requirement of 5 U.S.C. 553 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest and § 729.1814 shall be 
effective upon filing of this document 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. 


§ 729.1814 Additional allotments for 
Valencia type peanuts of the 1968 
crop. 

(a) Determination of short supply. 
The term “Valencia type peanuts” means 
the type of peanuts as defined in § 729.- 
1413(c) of the a and Marketing 
Quota Regulations for Peanuts of the 
1963 and Subsequent Crops (27 F.R. 
11920, as amended). It is hereby deter- 
mined that the supply of Valencia type 
peanuts for the 1968-69 marketing year 
(Aug. 1, 1968 through July 31, 1969) de- 
termined in accordance with section 358 
(c) (2) of the act will be insufficient to 
meet the estimated demand for Valencia 
type peanuts for cleaning and shelling 
purposes at prices at which the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation may sell for 
such purposes peanuts owned or con- 
trolled by it. 

(b) State allotment increases for 1968 
crop. The State allotments for peanuts 
of the 1968 crop for States which pro- 
duced Valencia type peanuts during any 
one or more of the years 1965, 1966, and 
1967 shall be increased in the aggregate 
by 2,799 acres which is determined to be 
the additional acreage required to meet 
the estimated demand for Valencia type 
peanuts for cleaning and shelling pur- 
poses at the price at which CCC may sell 
for such purposes peanuts owned or con- 
trolled by it. 7 

(c) Apportionment of allotment in- 
crease to States for 1968 crop. The aggre- 
gate of State allotment increases in the 
amount of 2,799 acres established under 
paragraph (b) of this section, less a 
national reserve of one-fourth of 1 per- 
cent (7 acres), is hereby apportioned to 
States on the basis of the average acreage 
of Valencia type peanuts in each State 
in 1965, 1966, and 1967. For this purpose, 
the term “farm allotment” means the 
allotment before any increase from 
released acreage or any additional allot- 
ment for the farm under section 358 
(c) (2) of the act in the 3 base years. The 
national reserve of 7 acres shall be used 
by the Deputy Administrator to adjust 











the State allotments of States receiving 
increases under this section where in- 
complete or inaccurate data was used in 
apportioning such increases. The appor- 
tionment of additional allotment under 
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this paragraph does not increase the 
State allotment for any State above the 
1947 harvested acreage of peanuts for 
such State. The following table sets 
forth the apportionment to States. 
































(Acres) 
: a Be 
1947 1965-67 | 1968 increase | 1968 1968 
harvested average in basic State| previous revised 
State acreage of acreage | allotment for | State | State 
peanuts Valencia | Valencia | allotments! | allotment 
type peanuts | type peanuts | 
| 
RII, 5 cic iniasesichimassaphdigietilcauainndie 463, 000 37 | 13 | 217, 357.0 217, 370. 0 
I | as cicstncecsiccinccsccapsatescsniiieee ti aricinatigen decane tne Uecarplitedpclaaieincapicaalees isiodaalaabiateaniiatai | 763. 5 763. 5 
RT Re a ee eae ne SEIT Eide niihctacsincssntigiaenitRaddtsasknesaeinataeinn 4, 201. 2 4, 201.2 
CORUNA: «5s suisse canna taeda Remadhenibiiak ada attete Raeeemamanaiphicasiclaanee Bacaiieaeteeadaaiet 933. 0 933.0 
IIT ciccinnisenthceiniesseninaintsscxdicoeniniabics inion tatnsnnendainn | 105, 000 21 7 55, 391. 0 55, 398. 0 
CUR: ccinsnwelliactonamnceinaeeniniied 1, 124, 000 6 | 2 §29, 223. 1 529, 225.1 
I cease } i ifs eile 1,951.0 | 1,951.0 
MI citscikinandccanikaadeadaanaanwel 13, 000 | 19 7 7, 513.0 | 7, 520.0 
PIII i inneinicendeinesdpapteliiladetnstelaisivnigeatpniliaaticiihiliiaieiindalid DccadtiGths iil Rene toe Bole 247.0 | 247.0 
New Mexico 14, 000 | 7, 629 2, 635 5, 658.0 | 8, 293. 0 
North Carolina... 292, 000 Dai ateadcaeinaed 168, 304. 0 168, 304. 0 
Oklahoma I ii dite cessed baceadeeniinebiais 138, 456. 0 138, 456. 0 
South Carolina... 26, 000 19 7 | 13, 886. 4 13, 893. 4 
OM nnidnahhmednicnmbnwbnionimeeene 5, 000 42 14 3, 618.0 | 3, 632. 0 
TRIN. a ctidinietenthisiaeeneedabbaulieiaipid lene 836, 000 310 107 | 357,393.8 357, 500. 8 
WM. iinainidaniiniiemindaeiieieienabl EO Lctadndisdennainsttnndtninaiena se 105, 104. 0 105, 104.0 
RODE UG 9. ccsintvistiniitesensdétianssssemne enn anne OF Redstepnien tenets 7.0 
fe Te | 3, 377, 000 | 8, 084 2,799 | 1,610, 000.0 | 1, 612, 799. 0 
| ' 

1 Including the acreage apportioned from the reserve for new farm allotments on the basis of approved applications 
for new farms, as follows (acres): Alabama—5.0; Arizona—50.5; Arkansas—7.2; Florida—91.0; Georgia—876.1; New 


Mexico—46.0; North Carolina—18.0; Oklahoma—41.0; South Carolina—28.4; Texas—443.8; Virginia—3.0. 
2 For correcting or adjusting State allotments in error because of incomplete or inaccurate data. 


Estimated production from the Valencia acreage increase: New Mexico—5,401,750 pounds; other States—175,055 


pounds. 


(d) No credit for future allotments. 
The additional allotment apportioned 
under this section is in addition to the 
national acreage allotment, the produc- 
tion from such acreage is in addition to 
the national marketing quota and such 
additional allotment shall not be con- 
sidered in establishing future State, 
county, or farm acreage allotments. 
(Secs. 358(c) (2), 375, 65 Stat. 29, 52 Stat. 66, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1358(c) (2), 1375) 


Effective date. Date of filing this docu- 
ment with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
21, 1968. 
H. D. GopFREY, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3673; Filed, Mar. 27, 
8:45 a.m.] 


1968; 





Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 


[Navel Orange Reg. 154] 


PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG- 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 


Limitation of Handling 
§ 907.454 Navel Orange Regulation 154. 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant o the mar- 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or- 
der No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907), regulating the handling of Navel 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the ap- 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 


the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Navel 
Orange Administrative Committee, es- 
tablished under the said amended mar- 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Navel oranges, as hereinafter pro- 
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act by tending to establish 
and maintain such orderly marketing 
conditions for such oranges as will pro- 
vide, in the interests of producers and 
consumers, an orderly flow of the supply 
thereof to market throughout the normal 
marketing season to avoid unreasonable 
fluctuations in supplies and prices, and 
is not for the purpose of maintaining 
prices to farmers above the level which it 
is declared to be the policy of Congress 
to establish under the act. 

(2, It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the FepERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail- 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi- 
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for Navel oranges and the 
need for regulation; interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
information and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in- 
formation for regulation during the pe- 
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riod specified herein were promptly sub- 
mitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recom- 
mendation of the committee, and infor- 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such Navel oranges; it 
is necessary, in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this sec- 
tion will not require any speeial prepara- 
tion on the part of persons subject here- 
to which cannot be completed on or 
before the effective date hereof. Such 
committee meeting was held on March 26, 
1968. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan- 
tities of Navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period 
March 29, 1968, through April 4, 1968, 
are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 275,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement; 

(iv) District 4: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
“District 4,” and “carton” have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: March 27, 1968. 


Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-3819; Filed, Mar. 27, 
11:29 a.m.] 


1968; 





[Valencia Orange Reg. 232] 


PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG- 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 


Limitation of Handling 
es Valencia Orange Regulation 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908) , regulating the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, es- 
tablished under the said amended mar- 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
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section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the FepERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail- 
able and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to effectu- 
ate the declared policy of the act is in- 
sufficient, and a reasonable time is per- 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi- 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet- 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for Valencia 
oranges and the need for regulation; 
interested persons were afforded an op- 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda- 
tion and supporting information for 
regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held; the provisions of this section, in- 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and informatioh con- 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among 
handlers of such Valencia oranges; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this sec- 
tion will not require any special prepara- 
tion on the part of persons subject hereto 
which cannot be completed on or before 
the effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on March 26, 1968. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan- 
tities of Valencia oranges grown in 
Arizona and designated part of Cali- 
fornia which may be handled during the 
period March 29, 1968, through April 4, 
1968, are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: Unlimited movement; 

(iii) District 3: 300,000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“handler,” “District 1,” “District 2,” 
“District 3,” and “carton” have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, 
US.C. 601-674) 


Dated: March 27, 1968. 


Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3820; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
11:19 am.] 


as amended; 7 


Chapter X—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Milk), Department of Agri- 
culture 


[Milk Order 64] 


PART 1064—MILK IN GREATER KAN- 
SAS CITY MARKETING AREA 


Order Suspending Certain Provisions 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag- 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Greater Kansas City mar- 
keting area (7 CFR Part 1064), it is 
hereby found and determined that: 

(a) The following provisions of the 
order do not tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the Act for the months 
of April and May 1968: 

(1) In § 1064.51(a), in the language 
preceding subparagraph (1), the words 
“and plus or minus a supply-demand ad- 
justment of not more than 45 cents, com- 
puted as follows:”; and 

(2) In § 1064.51(a), 
(1), (2), and (3). 


(b) Notice of proposed rule making, 
public procedure thereon, and 30 days 
notice of the effective date hereof is 
impractical, unnecessary, and contrary 
to the public interest in that: 


(1) This suspension order does not 
require of persons affected substantial 
or extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date. 


(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con- 
ditions in the marketing area. 


(3) This suspension order-will remove 
the supply-demand adjustor provision 
as a factor in computing the Class I 
prices for April and May 1968. The sus- 
pension action was requested by coop- 
erative associations representing more 
than two-thirds of the producers supply- 
ing the market. These cooperatives have 
requested that a hearing be held to 
consider revising the present supply- 
demand adjustor which they claim is now 
establishing Class I prices in the Greater 
Kansas City area which are unduly low 
relative to prices in surrounding areas 
where no similar adjustor is reducing 
Class I prices. Such hearing is to begin 
April 2, 1968, at the President Hotel, 14th 
and Baltimore, Kansas City, Mo. These 
organizations have requested that the 
supply-demand adjustor be suspended 
until a revised provision may be made 
effective. 

Because of the time involved in holding 
a hearing and completing amendatory 
action on an appropriate supply-demand 
adjustment to the Class I price, sus- 
pension of the present supply-demand 
provision is necessary for the months of 
April and May 1968. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak- 
ing this order effective April 1, 1968. 

It is therefore ordered, That the 
aforesaid provisions of the order are 
hereby suspended for the months of 
April and May 1968. 


(Sec. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31 as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Effective date: April 1, 1968. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
25, 1968. 


subparagraphs 


GeorGE L. MEHREN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3725; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 61—THURSDAY, MARCH 
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PART 1094—MiILK IN NEW ORLEANS, 
LA., MARKETING AREA 


Order Suspending Certain Provisions 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag- 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the New Orleans, La., market- 
ing area (7 CFR Part 1094), it is hereby 
found and determined that: 

(a) The following provisions of the 
order no longer tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the Act for the months 
of. April, May, and June 1968: 

(1) In § 1094.51(a), in the language 
preceding subparagraph (1), the words 
“and plus or minus a supply-demand ad- 
justment calculated for each month 
pursuant to subparagraphs (1) through 
(6) of this paragraph:”; and 

(2) Section 1094.51(a) (6). 


(b) Thirty days notice of the effective 
date hereof are impractical, unnecessary, 
and contrary to the public interest in 
that: 

(1) This suspension order does not 
require of persons affected substantial 
or extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con- 
ditions in the marketing area. 


(3) This provision was previously sus- 
pended for the months of October, No- 
vember, and December 1967 and Jan- 
uary, February, and March 1968 (32 F.R. 
13855; 32 F.R. 16527; and 33 F.R. 2438), 
at the request of a cooperative associa- 
tion representing the majority of pro- 
ducers on the New Orleans market. The 
cooperative association in its request 
contended that the present supply- 
demand adjustor does not properly re- 
flect market conditions, and requested 
that a public hearing be held to consider 
whether a revised supply-demand ad- 
justor should be developed. 


(4) Changes in the Class I price by the 
supply-demand adjustor in 1967 prior 
to its suspension varied from minus 18 
cents to minus 45 cents. If the action of 
the supply-demand adjustor had not 
been suspended during the October 1967- 
March 1968 period, the Class I price 
would have been reduced an average of 
25 cents per hundredweight. Unless the 
supply-demand adjustment is suspended 
it is likely to unduly depress returns to 
producers. 


Notice of a hearing on this matter has 
been issued. Since additional time will be 
needed to complete the necessary pro- 
cedures, suspension of the present sup- 
ply-demand provisions should be con- 
tinued for the months of April, May, and 
June 1968. 


Therefore, good cause exists for mak- 
ing this order effective for the months of 
April, May, and June 1968. 

It is therefore ordered, That the afore- 
said provisions of the order are hereby 
suspended for the months of April, May, 
and June 1968. 


28, 1968 











(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Effective date: April 1, 1968. 
Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
5, 1968. 
GEoRGE L. MEHREN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


F.R. Doc. 68-3727; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 





[Milk Order 103] 


PART 1103—MILK- IN MISSISSIPPI 
MARKETING AREA 


Order Suspending Certain Provisions 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Mississippi marketing area 
(7 CFR Part 1103), it is hereby found 
and determined that: 

(a) The following provisions of the 
order do not tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the Act for the months 
of April, May, and June 1968: 

(1) In the introductory text of §1103.51 
(a) the provision “and plus or minus a 
supply-demand adjustment beginning in 
October 1967 computed pursuant to sub- 
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of this 
paragraph”; and 

(2) In § 1103.51(a), subparagraph (3). 

(b) Thirty days notice of the effec- 
tive date hereof are impractical, un- 
necessary, and contrary to the public 
interest in that: 

(1) This suspension does not require 
of persons affected substantial or exten- 
sive preparation prior to the effective 
date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con- 
ditions in the marketing area. 

(3) This action will continue to sus- 
pend the supply-demand provision of 
the order which was scheduled to become 
effective October 1, 1967, but which has 
been suspended for the months of 
October, November, and December 1967 
and January, February, and March 1968 
(32 F.R. 13713; 32 F.R. 16527; and 33 
F.R. 2439). 

(4) The original suspension action 
effective October 1, 1967, was requested 
by cooperative associations representing 
a majority of producers in the Mississippi 
market. The associations contended that 
the supply-demand provision in the 
order does not properly reflect marketing 
conditions and have made a proposal for 
a hearing to consider revision of the 
supply-demand adjustor. 

(5) The order was amended effective 
December 1, 1966, to provide that supply- 
demand calculations be made each 
month. During the December 1966—Sep- 
tember 1967 period these calculations 
varied from zero to minus 29 cents. If 
the action of the supply-demand ad- 
justor had not been suspended on the 
date it was to become effective (October 
1, 1967) through March 1968, the Class 
I price would have been reduced each 
month from 3 to 14 cents. 
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The substantial month-to-month vari- 
ations of the supply-demand adjustment 
are reason for doubt as to whether the 
provision reliably reflects market con- 
ditions. Unless the provision is suspended, 
the supply-demand adjustor could un- 
duly depress returns to producers. 

Notice of a hearing on this matter has 
been issued. Since additional time will 
be needed to complete the necessary pro- 
cedures, suspension of the provision 
should be continued for the months of 
April, May, and June 1968. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak- 
ing this order effective for the months 
of April, May, and June 1968. 

It is therefore ordered, That the afore- 
said provisions of the order are hereby 
suspended for the months of April, May, 
and June 1968. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Effective date: April 1, 1968. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
25, 1968. 
GEORGE L. MEHREN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3726; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 3—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 


Chapter Ill—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service, Department of Agri- 
culture 


SUBCHAPTER A—MEAT INSPECTION 
REGULATIONS 


PART 318—REINSPECTION AND 
PREPARATION OF PRODUCTS 


Poultry Products, Egg Products (Other 
Than Shell Eggs), and Dry Milk 
Products 


On August 4, 1967, there was published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 11385) 
a netice of proposed amendments to 
§ 318.6 of the Federal Meat Inspection 
Regulations (9 CFR 318.6) to require 
that egg products (other than shell 
eggs) and dry milk produets used as 
ingredients of meat food products at 
establishments operating under the 
Meat Inspection Act be, respectively, 
inspected and passed by the Department, 
and produced in a plant approved by the 
Department. After due consideration of 
all relevant matters in connection with 
such notice and under the authority of 
the Meat Inspection Act (34 Stat. 1260, 
21 U.S.C. 71-91, as amended by Public 
Law 90-201), § 318.6(b) (12) is revised 
and (b)(13) is added to read, respec- 
tively: 


§ 318.6 Processes to be supervised; con- 
tainers, equipment, processes of man- 
ufacture to be clean and sanitary; 
substances to be clean and whole- 
some. 


(b>) * * * 
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(12) Poultry products and egg prod- 
ucts (other than shell eggs) which are 
intended for use as ingredients of meat 
food products shall be considered ac- 
ceptable for such use only when iden- 
tified as having been inspected and 
passed for wholesomeness by the Depart- 
ment under the regulations in 7 CFR 
Part 55, 70, or 81 and when found to 
be sound and otherwise acceptable when 
presented for use. Poultry products and 
egg products (other than shell eggs) 
which have not been so inspected and 
passed for wholesomeness shall not be 
used in the preparation of such meat 
food products. 


(13) Dry milk products which are 
intended for use as ingredients of meat 
food products shall be considered ac- 
ceptable for such use only when pro- 
duced in a plant approved by the 
Department under the regulations in 7 
CFR Part 58, and. when found to be 
sound and otherwise acceptable when 
presented for use. Dry milk products 
prepared in a plant not so approved shall 
not be used in the preparation of such 
meat food products. 


The purpose of the amendments is to 
provide assurance of the wholesomeness 
of meat food products prepared at meat 
processing plants subject to the Meat 
Inspection Act, by requiring that egg 
products used in such meat food products 
must have been inspected for whole- 
someness by this Department under the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as 
amended, and dry milk preducts so used 
must have been produced in a plant ap- 
proved for service by this Department 
under the regulations for grading or in- 
spection of dairy products under that 
Act. It has been determined that the 
amendments are necessary to assure that 
the federally inspected meat food prod- 
ucts containing such ingredients are 
wholesome and otherwise free from 
adulteration. 

In order to give affected parties an 
opportunity to make the adjustments 
necessary to be in compliance with these 
requirements, these amendments will be- 
come effective 30 days after date of pub- 
lication hereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
(Sec. 21, 34 Stat. 1265; Public Law 90-201; 
29 F.R. 16210, as amended; 32 F.R. 11741) 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 25th 
day of March 1968. 


Ropney E. LEonarpD, 
Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3724; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 


Chapter ll—Federal Reserve System 


SUBCHAPTER A—BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


PART 224—DISCOUNT RATES 


Changes in Rates 


Pursuant to section 14(d) of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 357), and 
for the purpose of adjusting discount 
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rates with a view to accommodating 
commerce and business in accordance 
with other related rates and the general 
credit situation of the country, Part 224 
is amended as set forth below: 

1. Section 224.2 is amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 224.2 Advances and discounts for mem- 
ber banks under sections 13 and 13a. 


The rates for all advances and dis- 
counts under sections 13 and 13a of the 
Federal Reserve Act (except advances 
under the last paragraph of such section 
13 to individuals, partnerships, or cor- 
porations other than member banks) 
are: 





Phils delphia pauchabebeckbesouien 
Cleveland 

Richmond \ 
Atlanta Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


2. Section 224.3 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 224.3 Advances to member banks 
under section 10(b). 


The rates for advances to member 
banks under section 10(b) of the Federal 
Reserve Act are: 


ate | Effective 

Aecanimaie 

| Mar. 15, 1968 
4 Mar. 22, 1968 
514| Mar. 18, 1968 
514) Mar. 15, 1968 
5le, 
53] Do. 
5% ag 

0. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Federal reserve bank of— 


Boston 

New York-.- 
Philade Iphia_- 
Cleveland 


Minneapolis 
Kansas City 
Dallas____- peeowereceeeennnn------ 


3. Section 224.4 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 224.4 Advances to persons other than 
member banks. 


The rates for advances to individuals, 
partnerships, or corporations other than 
member banks secured by direct obliga- 
tions of the United States under the last 
paragraph of section 13 of the Federal 
Reserve Act are: 





Effective 


Federal reserve bank of— Rate 


ar. 15, 1968 


Phil adelphia 
Cleveland - . - 
Richmond... 


Kansas City... 
Dallas 
San Francisco 





For the reasons and good cause found 
as stated in § 224.7, there is no notice, 
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public participation, or deferred effective 
date in connection with this action, 

(12 U.S.C. 248(i). Interprets or applies 12 
U.S.C. 357) 


Dated at Washington, D.C., the 21st 
day of March 1968. 
By order of the Board of Governors. 
[SEAL] ROBERT P. FORRESTAL, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3687; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 13—BUSINESS CREDIT 
AND ASSISTANCE 


Chapter |—Small Business 
Administration 


[Rev. 7] 


PART 121—SMALL BUSINESS SIZE 
STANDARDS 


Size Determinations; Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68-3162, appearing in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER Of March 15, 1968, on 
page 4562, the new paragraphs added to 
§ 121.3-14 should be designated as para- 
graphs (f) and (g) rather than para- 
graphs (e) and (f). 


Dated: March 21, 1968. 


Rosert C. Moor, 
Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3699; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transporta- 
tion 

[Airspace Docket No. 67-SW-90] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area; 
Correction 


On February 7, 1968, a final rule 
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
(33 F.R. 2627), Airspace Docket No. 67-— 
SW-90, describing the amended San 
Antonio, Tex., transition area. Although 
the notice of proposed rule making 
previously published on December 23, 
1967 (32 F.R. 20780) specifically stated 
that only the 700-foot portion of the 
transition area would be amended, this 
fact was not repeated in the final rule. 
This oversight could perhaps thus be in- 
terpreted as meaning that the San An- 
tonio transition area consisted only of 
a 700-foot transition area. 

To insure that it will be understood 
that the 700-foot portion of the tran- 
sition area has been amended and that 


the 1,200-foot portion remains valid and 
unchanged, a minor correction is being 
made to the airspace description. A semi- 
colon is being substituted for the period 
which concluded the last phrase in the 
description of the 700-foot portion of the 
transition area, thus indicating that ad- 
ditional airspace description follows. 

As this correction will impose no ad- 
ditional burden to the public, notice and 
public procedures are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., March 28, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2251, 2627) the 
700-foot portion of the San Antonio, 
Tex., transition area is amended by 
deleting “* * * and within 2 miles each 
side of the Stinson VOR 148° radial 
extending from the VOR to 16 miles 
southeast.* * *” and substituting there- 
for “* * * and within 2 miles each 
side of the Stinson VOR 148° radial 
extending from the VOR to 16 miles 
southeast; * * *” 


(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on March 
21, 1968. 
A. L. CouULTER, 
Acting Director, Southwest Region. 
[F.R. Doc, 68-3752; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Customs 
[T-D. 68-91] 


PART 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Ports of Entry 


. The industrial growth of the port of 
Tampa, Fla., has resulted in the estab- 
lishment of new shipping terminals out- 
side the present port limits. In order to 
provide better Customs service at these 
terminals and other areas where there 
has been an increase in Customs activ- 
ities, it has been decided to extend the 
port limits of Tampa, Fla. 

Accordingly, by virtue of the authority 
vested in the President by section 1 of 
the Act of August 1,.1914, 38 Stat. 623 (19 
U.S.C. 2), which was delegated to the 
Secretary of the Treasury by the Presi- 
dent in Executive Order No. 10289, Sep- 
tember 17, 1951 (3 CFR ch. II), and pur- 
suant to authorization given to me by 
Treasury Department Order No. 190, Re- 
vision 4 (30 F.R. 15769), the geographic 
limits of the Customs port of Tampa, in 
the Tampa, Fla., district (Region IV), as 
described in Treasury Decision 53514, 
comprised of the corporate limits of the 
city of Tampa, Port Tampa, and Port 
Tampa City; all territory which has re- 
cently been incorporated into the corpo- 
rate limits of Tampa, Fla., and hereafter 
referred to as such, are extended to in- 
clude an area on the east shore of Hills- 
boro Bay described as follows: 


Commencing at a point on the south side 
of the Palm River where US. Highway 41 
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intersects the city limits of Tampa, Fla.; 
thence in a southerly direction along US. 
Highway 41 to the intersection of this high- 
way with the north boundary of T. 31 S.; 
thence due west along a projection of said 
township line to its intersection with the 
present city limits of Tampa, Fla. 


Section 1.2(c) of the Customs Regula- 
tions is amended by substituting “(in- 
cluding territory described in T.D. 68— 
91)” for “(including Port Tampa and 
Port Tampa City; T.D. 53514)” after 
Tampa in the column headed “Ports of 
Entry” in the Tampa, Fla., district (Re- 
gion IV). 


(80 Stat. 379, sec. 1, 37 Stat. 434, sec. 1, 38 
Stat. 623, as amended, R.S. 251, sec. 624, 46 
Stat. 759; 5 U.S.C. 301, 19 U.S.C. 1, 2, 66, 
1624) 


[SEAL] JOSEPH M. BOWMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


Marcu 21, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3710; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


[T.D. 68-92] 
PART I—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Ports of Entry 


Carriers with truck terminals located 
outside the port limits of Minneapolis, 
Minn., and St. Paul, Minn., are experienc- 
ing delays in the release of bonded mer- 
chandise, with resulting delays in deliver- 
ing shipments to consignees. In order to 
provide better Customs service at these 
truck terminals and in other areas where 
there has been an increase in Customs 
activities, it has been decided to extend 
the port limits of Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn. 


Accordingly, by virtue of the authority 
vested in the President by section 1 of 
the Act of August 1, 1914, 38 Stat. 623 
(19 U.S.C. 2), which was delegated to 
the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
President in Executive Order No. 10289, 
September 17, 1951 (3 CFR, Ch. II), and 
pursuant to authorization given to me 
by Treasury Department Order No. 190, 
Revision 4 (30 F.R. 15769), the geo- 
graphic limits of the Customs port of 
Minneapolis, in the Minneapolis, Minn., 
district (Region [X), comprising all of 
the city of Minneapolis and a portion of 
Hennepin County, as described in Treas- 
ury Decision 56172, are extended to in- 
clude parts of the counties of Anoka, 
Hennepin, Carver, Scott, and Dakota in 
the State of Minnesota. The boundaries, 
as extended, are as follows: 

Commencing at the junction of State 
Highway 101 and County Highway 30 and 
following State Highway 101 in a southerly 
direction to a point where State Highway 
101 and County Highway 17 meet; then con- 
tinuing on County Highway 17 in a south- 
erly direction until this highway converges 
with County Highway 16; then in an easterly 
direction on County Highway 16 to the 
point where County Highway 16 converges 
with County Highway 34; then following 
Highway 34 to where it converges with State 
Highway 13; then in a northeasterly direc- 
tion to where State Highway 13 intersects 
State Highway 36; then northwest on 
State Highway 36 to the dividing line 
between Hennepin and Dakota Counties, con- 
tinuing north on Hennepin-Dakota, Henne- 
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pin-Ramsey, Anoka-Ramsey, county lines 
to the intersection of County Highway 32; 
then in a westerly direction on County High- 
way 32 to its end; then extending in a di- 
rect line to the beginning of County High- 
way 30 at the Mississippi River and con- 
tinuing west on this highway to the point 
of beginning. 


The geographic limits of the Customs 
port of St. Paul, Minn., in the Minne- 
apolis, Minn., district (Region LX), com- 
prising the cities of St. Paul, South St. 
Paul, and West St. Paul, and that portion 
of Ramsey County and Dakota County 
as described in T.D. 56172, are extended 
to include portions of Ramsey County 
and Dakota County in the State of Min- 
nesota. The boundaries, as extended, are 
as follows: 

Commencing at the point of junction of 
County Road 32 and County Highway 13; 
thence in an easterly direction on County 
Road 32 to County Road 73; then continu- 
ing on County Road 73 to the point of junc- 
tion with County Highway 71; then extend- 
ing on a line from that intersection due 
east to the Mississippi River; then north fol- 
lowing the Mississippi River to the point 
where U.S. Highway 494 crosses the Missis- 
sippi River and extending on a line due east 
to the eastern boundary of Ramsey County; 
then north on the eastern boundary of 
Ramsey County to the northern boundary of 
Ramsey County; then west on the northern 
boundary of Ramsey County to the western 
boundary of Ramsey County; then south 
along the Anoka-Ramsey, Hennepin-Ramsey, 
Hennepin-Dakota County lines to State 
Highway 36; then southeast along State 
Highway 36 to the junction of State High- 
way 36 and State Highway 13; then south- 
west along State Highway 13 to the point 
of beginning. 


Section 1.2(c) of the Customs Regula- 
tions is amended by substituting “(in- 
cluding territory described in T.D. 68— 
92)” for “(including territory described 
in T.D. 56172)” after “Minneapolis (E.O. 
4295, Aug. 26, 1925)” and after “St. Paul 
(E.O. 4295, Aug. 26, 1925)” in the column 
headed “Ports of entry” in the Minne- 
apolis, Minn., district (Region IX). 


(80 Stat. 379, sec. 1, 37 Stat. 434, sec. 1, 38 
Stat. 623, as amended, R.S. 251, sec. 624, 
46 Stat. 759; 5 US.C. 301, 19 U.S.C. 1, 2, 
66, 1624) ° 


[SEAL] JOSEPH M. BOwMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
MarcH 21, 1968. 


{[F.R. Doc. 68-3711; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 26—INTERNAL REVENUE 


Chapter I—Internal Revenue Service, 
Department of the Treasury 
SUBCHAPTER A—INCOME TAX 
[T.D. 6948] 

PART 1—INCOME TAX; TAXABLE 
YEARS BEGINNING AFTER DE- 
CEMBER 31, 1953 

Definition of “Trade or Business 
Within the United States” as Ap- 
plied to Nonresident Aliens and 
Foreign Corporations 


On October 26, 1967, notice of pro- 
posed rule making with respect to the 








amendment of the Income Tax Regula- 
tions (26 CFR Part 1) was published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 14848), in 
order to conform the regulations to 
amendments contained in section 864(b) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
relating to the definition of trade or 
business within the United States con- 
ducted by nonresident alien individuals 
and foreign corporations, made by sec- 
tion 102(d) of the Foreign Investors Tax 
Act of 1966 (80 Stat. 1544). After con- 
sideration of all such relevant matter as 
was presented by interested persons re- 
garding the rules proposed, the amend- 


ment is hereby adopted to read as set 
forth below: 


PARAGRAPH 1. Section 1.864 is amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 1.864 Statutory provisions; 
tions. 


Sec. 864. Definitions—(a) Sale, ete. For 
purposes of this part, the word “sale” includes 
“exchange”; the word “sold” includes “ex- 
changed”; and the word “produced” includes 
“created”, “fabricated”, “manufactured”, “ex- 
tracted”, “processed”, “cured”, and “aged”. 

(b) Trade or business within the United 
States. For purposes of this part, part II, 
and chapter 3, the term “trade or business 
within the United States” includes the per- 
formance of personal services within the 
United States at any time within the taxable 
year, but does not include— 

(1) Performance of personal services for 
foreign employer. The performance of per- 
sonal services— 

(A) For a nonresident alien individual, 
foreign partnership, or foreign corporation, 
not engaged in trade or business within the 
United States, or 

(B) For an office or place of business main- 
tained in a foreign country or in a possession 
of the United States by an individual who is 
a citizen or resident of the United States or 
by a domestic partnership or a domestic 
corporation, 
by a nonresident alien individual temporarily 
present in the United States for a period or 
periods not exceeding a total of 90 days dur- 
ing the taxable year and whose compensation 
for such services does not exceed in the 
aggregate $3,000. 

(2) Trading in securities or commodities. — 
(A) Stocks and securities—(i) In general. 
Trading in stocks or securities through a 
résident broker, commission agent, cus- 
todian, or other independent agent. 

(ii) Trading for taxrpayer’s own account. 
Trading in stocks or securities for the tax- 
Ppayer’s Own account, whether by the tax- 
payer or his employees or through a resident 
broker, commission agent, custodian, or other 
agent, and whether or not any such employee 
or agent has discretionary authority to make 
decisions in effecting the transactions. This 
clause shall not apply in the case of a dealer 
in stocks or securities, or in the case of a 
corporation (other than a corporation which 
is, or but for section 542(c)(7) or 543(b) (1) 
(C) would be, a personal holding company) 
the principal business of which is trading in 
stocks or securities for its own account, if its 
principal office is in the United States. 

(B) Commodities—(i) In general. Trad- 
ing in commodities through a resident 
broker, commission agent, custodian, or 
other independent agent. 

(ii) Trading for tarpayer’s own account. 
Trading in commodities for the taxpayer’s 
own account, whether by the taxpayer or his 
employees or through a resident broker, 
commission agent, custodian, or other agent, 
and whether or not any such employee or 
agent has discretionary authority to make 
decisions in effecting the transactions. This 
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clause shall not apply in the case of a dealer 
in commodities. 

(iii) Limitation. Clauses (i) and (ii) shall 
apply only if the commodities are of a 
kind customarily dealt in on an organized 
commodity exchange and if the transaction 
is of a kind customarily consummated at such 
place. 

(C) Limitation. Subparagraphs (A) (i) and 
(B)(i) shall apply only if, at no time 
during the taxable year, the taxpayer has 
an office or other fixed place of business in 
the United States through which or by the 
direction of which the transactions in stocks 
or securities, or in commodities, as the case 
may be, are effected. 

* * eS « 7 * 
[Sec. 864 as amended by sec. 102(d), Foreign 
Investors Tax Act 1966 (80 Stat. 1544) ] 


Par. 2. The following new sections are 
added immediately after § 1.864: 


§ 1.864—-1 Meaning of sale, etc. 


For purposes of §§1.861 through 
1.864-7, the word “sale” includes “ex- 
change”; the word “sold” includes “ex- 
changed”; the word “produced” includes 
“created”, “fabricated”, “manufactured”, 
“extracted”, “processed”, “cured”, and 
“aged”. 


§ 1.864—2 Trade or business within the 
United States. 


(a) In general. As used in part I (sec- 
tion 861 and following) and part II (sec- 
tion 871 and following), subchapter N, 
chapter 1 of the Code, and chapter 3 
(section 1441 and following) of the Code, 
and the regulations thereunder, the term 
“engaged in trade or business within the 
United States” does not include the ac- 
tivities described in paragraphs (c) and 
(d) of this section, but includes the per- 
formance of personal services within the 
United States at any time within the tax- 
able year except to the extent otherwise 
provided in this section. 

(b) Performance of personal services 
for foreign employer—(1) Excepted serv- 
ices. For purposes of paragraph (a) of 
this section, the term “engaged in trade 
or business within the United States” 
does not include the performance of 
personal services— 

(i) For a nonresident alien individual, 
foreign partnership, or foreign corpora- 
tion, not engaged in trade or business 
within the United States at any time 
during the taxable year, or 

(ii) For an office or place of business 
maintained in a foreign country or in a 
possession of the United States by an 
individual who is a citizen or resident 
of the United States or by a domestic 
partnership or a domestic corporation, 
by a nonresident alien individual who 
is temporarily present in the United 
States for a period or periods not ex- 
ceeding a total of 90 days during the 
taxable year and whose compensation 
for such services does not exceed in the 
aggregate a gross amount of $3,000. 

(2) Rules of application. (i) As a gen- 
eral rule, the term “day”, as used in 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph, 
means a calendar day during any portion 
of which the nonresident alien individual 
is physically present in the United States. 

(ii) Solely for purposes of applying 
subparagraph (1) (i) of this paragraph, 
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the nonresident alien individual, foreign 
partnership, or foreign corporation for 
which the nonresident alien individual 
is performing personal services in the 
United States shall not be considered to 
be engaged in trade or business in the 
United States by reason of the perform- 
ance of such services by such individual. 

(iii) In applying subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph it is immaterial whether 
the services performed by the nonresi- 
dent alien individual are performed as 
an employee for his employer or under 
any form of contract with the person for 
whom the services are performed. 

(iv) In determining for purposes of 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph 
whether compensation received by the 
nonresident alien individual exceeds 
in the aggregate a gross amount of 
$3,000, any amounts received by the 
individual from an employer as ad- 
vances or reimbursements for travel 
expenses incurred on behalf of the em- 
ployer shall be omitted from the com- 
pensation received by the individual, to 
the extent of expenses incurred, where he 
was required to account and did account 
to his employer for such expenses and 
has met the tests for such accounting 
provided in §1.162-17 and paragraph 
(e) (4) of § 1.274—-5. If advances or reim- 
bursements exceed such expenses, the 
amount of the excess shall be included as 
compensation for personal services for 
purposes of such subparagraph. 

(v) See section 7701(a) (5) and 
§ 301.7701-5 of this chapter (Procedure 
and Administration Regulations) for the 
meaning of “foreign” when applied to a 
corporation or partnership. 

(vi) As to the source of compensation 
for personal services, see §§ 1.861-4 and 
1.862-1. 

(3) Illustrations. The application of 
this paragraph may be illustrated by the 
following examples: 


Example (1). During 1967, A, a nonresident 
alien individual, is employed by the London 
office of a domestic partnership. A, who uses 
the calendar year as his taxable year, is 
temporarily present in the United States 
during 1967 for 60 days performing personal 
service in the United States for the 
London office of the partnership and is paid 
by that office a total gross salary of $2,600 
for such services. During 1967, A is not en- 
gaged in trade or business in the United 
States solely by. reason of his performing 
such personal services for the London Office 
of the domestic partnership. 

Example (2). The facts are the same as in 
example (1), except that A’s total gross salary 
for the services performed in the United 
States during 1967 amounts to $3,500, of 
which $2,625 is received in 1967 and $875 is 
received in 1968. During 1967, A is engaged in 
trade or business in the United States by 
reason of his performance of personal services 
in the United States. 


(c) Trading in stocks or securities. For 
purposes of paragraph (a) of this 
section— 

(1) In general. The term “engaged in 
trade or business within the United 
States” does not include the effecting of 
transactions in the United States in 
stocks or securities through a resident 
broker, commission agent, custodian, or 
other independent agent. This subpara- 
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graph shall apply to any taxpayer, in- 
cluding a broker or dealer in stocks or 
securities, except that it shall not apply 
if at any time during the taxable year 
the taxpayer has an office or other fixed 
place of business in the United States 
through which, or by the direction of 
which, the transactions in stocks or se- 
curities are effected. The volume of stock 
or security transactions effected during 
the taxable year shall not be taken into 
account in determining under this sub- 
paragraph whether the taxpayer is en- 
gaged in trade or business within the 
United States. 

(2) Trading for taxpayer’s own ac- 
count—(i) In general. The term “en- 
gaged in trade or business within the 
United States” does not include the ef- 
fecting of transactions in the United 
States in stocks or securities for the tax- 
payer’s own account, irrespective of 
whether such transactions are effected 
by or through— p 

(a) The taxpayer himself while pres- 
ent in the United States, 

(b) Employees of the _ taxpayer, 
whether or not such employees are pres- 
ent in the United States while effecting 
the transactions, or 

(c) A broker, commission agent, cus- 
todian, or other agent of the taxpayer, 
whether or not such agent while effect- 
ing the transactions is (1) dependent or 
independent, or (2) resident, nonresi- 
dent, or present, in the United States, 


and irrespective of whether any such 
employee or agent has discretionary 
authority to make decisions in effecting 
such transactions. For purposes of this 
paragraph, the term “securities” means 
any note, bond, debenture, or other evi- 
dence of indebtedness, or any evidence of 
an interest in or right to subscribe to or 
purchase any of the foregoing; and the 
effecting of transactions in stocks or se- 
curities includes buying, selling (whether 
or not by entering into short sales), or 
trading in stocks, securities, or contracts 
or options to buy or sell stocks or securi- 
ties, on margin or otherwise, for the ac- 
count and risk of the taxpayer, and any 
other activity closely related thereto 
(such as obtaining credit for the purpose 
of effectuating such buying, selling, or 
trading). The volume of stock of security 
transactions effected during the taxable 
year shall not be taken into account in 
determining under this subparagraph 
whether the taxpayer is engaged in trade 
or business within the United States. 
The application of this subdivision may 
be illustrated by the following example: 


Example. A, a nonresident alien individual 
who is not a dealer in stocks or securities, 
authorizes B, an individual resident of the 
United States, as his agent to effect transac- 
tions in the United States in stocks and se- 
curities for the account of A. B is em- 
powered with complete authority to trade in 
stocks and securities for the account of A 
and to use his own discretion as to when to 
buy or sell for A’s account. This grant of 
discretionary authority from A to B is also 
communicated in writing by A to various 
domestic brokerage firms through which A 
ordinarily effects transactions in the United 
States in stocks or securities. Under the 
agency arrangement B has the authority to 
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place orders with the brokers, and all con- 
firmations are to be made by the brokers to 
B, subject to his approval. The brokers are 
authorized by A to make payments to B and 
to charge such payments to the account of 
A. In addition, B is authorized to obtain 
and advance the necessary funds, if any, to 
maintain credits with the brokerage firms. 
Pursuant to his authority B carries on ex- 
tensive trading transactions in the United 
States during the taxable year through the 
various brokerage firms for the account of A. 
During the taxable year A makes several 
visits to the United States in order to dis- 
cuss with B various aspects of his trading 
activities and to make necessary changes in 
his trading policy. A is not engaged in trade 
or business within the United States during 
the taxable year solely because of the effect- 
ing by B of transactions in the United States 
in stocks or securities during such year for 
the account of A. 


(ii) Partnerships. A nonresident alien 
individual, foreign partnership, foreign 
estate, foreign trust, or foreign corpora- 
tion shall not be considered to be en- 
gaged in trade or business within the 
United States solely because such per- 
son is a member of a partnership 
(whether domestic or foreign) which, 
pursuant to discretionary authority 
granted to such partnership by such per- 
son, effects transactions in the United 
States in stocks or securities for the 
partnership’s own account or solely 
because an employee of such partnership, 
or a broker, commission agent, custodian, 
or other agent, pursuant to discretionary 
authority granted by such partnership, 
effects transactions in the United States 
in stocks or securities for the account of 
such partnership. This subdivision shall 
not apply, however, to any member of 
(a) a partnership which is a dealer in 
stocks or securities or (b) a partnership 
(other than a partnership in which, at 
any time during the last half of its tax- 
able year, more than 50 percent of either 
the capital interest or the profits interest 
is owned, directly or indirectly, by five 
or fewer partners who are individuals) 
the principal business of which is trad- 
ing in stocks or securities for its own 
account, if the principal office of such 
partnership is in the United States at any 
time during the taxable year. The princi- 
ples of subdivision (iii) of this subpara- 
graph for determining whether a foreign 
corporation has its principal office in the 
United States shall apply in determining 
under this subdivision whether a part- 
nership has its principal office in the 
United States. See section 707(b) (3) and 
paragraph (b)(3) of § 1.707-1 for rules 
for determining the extent of the owner- 
ship by a partner of a capital interest 
or profits interest in a partnership. The 
application of this subdivision may be 
illustrated by the following examples: 

Example (1). B, a nonresident alien indi- 
vidual, is a member of partnership X, the 
- Members of which are U.S. citizens, non- 
resident alien individuals, and foreign cor- 
porations. The principal business of partner- 
ship X is trading in stocks or securities for 
its own account. Pursuant to discretionary 
authority granted by B, partnership X effects 
transactions in the United States in stocks 
or securities for its own account. Partner- 
ship X is not a dealer in stocks or securities, 
and more than 50 percent of either the capi- 
tal interest or the profits interest in partner- 
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ship X is owned throughout its taxable year 
by five or fewer partners who are individuals. 
B is not engaged in trade or business within 
the United States solely by reason of such 
effecting of transactions in the United States 
in stocks or securities by partnership X for 
its own account. 

Ezample (2). The facts are the same .s 
in example (1), except that not more than 
50 percent of either the capital interest or 
the profits interest in partnership X is owned 
throughout the taxable year by five or fewer 
partners who are individuals. However, 
partnership X does not maintain its prin- 
cipal office in the United States at any time 
during the taxable year. B is not engaged 
in trade or business within the United States 
solely by reason of the trading in stocks or 
securities by partnership X for its own 
account. 

Example (3). The facts are the same as in 
example (1), except that, pursuant to dis- 
cretionary authority granted by partnership 
X, domestic broker D effects transactions in 
the United States in stocks or securities for 
the account of partnership X. B is not en- 
gaged in trade or business in the United 
States solely by reason of such trading in 
stocks or securities for the account of part- 
nership X. 


(iii) Dealers in stocks or securities 
and certain foreign corporations. This 
subparagraph shall not apply to the 
effecting of transactions in the United 
States for the account of (a) a dealer 
in stocks or securities or (b) a foreign 
corporation (other than a corporation 
which is, or but for section 542(c) (7) 
or 543(b)(1)(C) would be, a personal 
holding company) the principal busi- 
ness of which is trading in stocks or 
securities for its own account, if the 
principal office of such corporation is 
in the United States at any time during 
the taxable year. Whether a foreign cor- 
poration’s principal office is in the 
United States for this purpose is to be 
determined by comparing the activities 
(other than trading in stocks or securi- 
ties) which the corporation conducts 
from its office or other fixed place of 
business located in the United States 
with the activities it conducts from its 
offices or other fixed places of business 
located outside the United States. For 
purposes of this subdivision, a foreign 
corporation is considered to have only 
one principal office, and an office of such 
corporation will not be considered to be 
its principal office merely because it is 
a statutory office of such corporation. 
For example, a foreign corporation 
which carries on most or all of its invest- 
ment activities in the United States but 
maintains a general business office or 
offices outside the United States in which 
its management is located will not be 
considered as having its principal office 
in the United States if all or a substantial 
portion of the following functions is car- 
ried on at or from an office or offices 
located outside the United States: 

(1) Communicating with its share- 
holders (including the furnishing of 
financial reports), 

(2) Communicating with the general 
public, 

(3) Soliciting sales of its own stock, 

(4) Accepting the subscriptions of new 
stockholders, 

(5) Maintaining its principal corpo- 
rate records and books of account, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 61—THURSDAY, MARCH 







28, 1968 





5091 





(6) Auditing its books of account, 


(7) Disbursing payments of dividends, 
legal fees, accounting fees, and officers’ 
and directors’ salaries, 


(8) Publishing or furnishing the offer- 
ing and redemption price of the shares 
of stock issued by it, 


(9) Conducting meetings of its share- 
holders and board of directors, and 


(10) Making redemptions of its own 
stock. 


The application of this subdivision may 
be illustrated by the following ex- 
amples: 


Erample (1). (a) Foreign corporation X 
(not a corporation which is, or but for section 
542(c)(7) or 543(b)(1)(C) would be, a per- 
sonal holding company) was organized to sell 
its shares to nonresident alien individuals 
and foreign corporations and to invest the 
proceeds from the sale of such shares in 
stocks or securities in the United States. 
Foreign corporation X is engaged primarily 
in the business of investing, reinvesting, and 
trading in stocks or securities for its own 
account. 

(b) For a period of three years, foreign 
corporation X irrevocably authorizes domes- 
tic corporation Y to exercise its discretion 
in effecting transactions itn the United 
States in stocks or securities for the account 
and risk of foreign corporation X. Foreign 
corporation X issues a prospectus in which 
it is stated that its funds will be invested 
pursuant to an investment advisory con- 
tract with domestic corporation ¥ and other- 
wise advertises its services. Shares of foreign 
corporation X are sold to nonresident aliens 
and foreign corporations who are customers 
of the United States brokerage firms unre- 
lated to domestic corporation Y or foreign 
corporation X. The principal functions per- 
formed for foreign corporation X by 
domestic corporation Y are the rendering 
of investment advice and the effecting of 
transactions in the United States in stocks 
or securities for the account of foreign cor- 
poration X. Moreover, domestic corporation 
Y occasionally communicates with prospec- 
tive foreign investors in foreign corporation 
X (through speaking engagements abroad by 
management of domestic corporation Y, and 
otherwise) for the purpose of explaining the 
investment techniques and policies used by 
domestic corporation Y in investing the 
funds of foreign corporation X. However, 
domestic corporation Y does not participate 
in the day-to-day conduct of other busi- 
ness activities of foreign corporation X. 

(c) Poreign corporation X maintains a 
general business office or offices outside the 
United States in which its management is 
permanently located and from which it car- 
ries on, except to the extent noted heretofore, 
the functions enumerated in (b) (2) through 
(10) of this subdivision. The management of 
foreign corporation X at all times retains the 
independent power to cancel the investment 
advisory contract with domestic corporation 
Y subject to the contractual limitations con- 
tained therein and is in all other respects 
independent of the management of domestic 
corporation Y. The managing personnel of 
foreign corporation X communicate on a 
regular basis with domestic corporation Y, 
and periodically visit the affices of domestic 
corporation Y, in connection with the busi- 
ness activities of foreign corporation X. 

(a) The principal office of foreign corpo- 
ration X will not be considered to be in the 
United States; and, therefore, foreign corpo- 
ration X is not engaged in trade or busi- 
ness within the United States solely by 
Treason of its relationship with domestic 
corporation Y. 
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Example (2). The facts are the same as 
in example (1) except that, in lieu of having 
the investment advisory contract with do- 
mestic corporation Y, foreign corporation X 
has an office in the United States in which 
its employees perform the same functions 
as are performed by domestic corporation Y 
in example (1). Foreign corporation X is 
not engaged in trade or business within the 
United States during the taxable year solely 
because the employees located in its United 
States office effect transactions in the United 
States in stocks or securities for the account 
of that corporation. 


(iv) Definition of dealer in stocks or 
securities—(a) In general. For purposes 
of this subparagraph, a dealer in stocks 
or ‘securities is a merchant of stocks or 
securities, with an established place 
of business, regularly engaged as a 
merchant in purchasing stocks or se- 
curities and selling them to customers 
with a view to the gains and profits 
that may be derived therefrom. Per- 
sons who buy and sell, or hold, stocks 
or securities for investment or specula- 
tion, irrespective of whether such buying 
or selling constitutes the carrying on of 
a trade or business, and officers of corpo- 
rations, members of partnerships, or 
fiduciaries, who in their individual ca- 
pacities buy and sell, or hold, stocks or 
securities for investment or speculation 
are not dealers in stocks or securities 
within the meaning of this subparagraph 
solely by reason of thaj activity. In de- 
termining under this subdivision whether 
a person is a dealer in stocks or securities 
such person’s transactions in stocks or 
securities effected both in and outside the 
United States shall be taken into account. 

(b) Underwriting syndicates and 
dealers trading for others. A foreign 
person who otherwise may be considered 
a dealer in stocks or securities under (a) 
of this subdivision shall not be consid- 
ered a dealer in stocks or securities for 
purposes of this subparagraph— 

(1) Solely because he acts as an un- 
derwriter, or as a selling group member, 
for the purpose of making a distribution 
of stocks or securities of a domestic is- 
suer to foreign purchasers of such stocks 
or securities, irrespective of whether 
other members of the selling group dis- 
tribute the stocks or securities of the 
domestic issuer to domestic purchasers, 
or 


(2) Solely because of transactions ef- 
fected in the United States in stocks or 
securities pursuant to his grant of dis- 
cretionary authority to make decisions in 
effecting those transactions, if he can 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner that the broker, commis- 
sion agent, custodian, or other agent 
through whom the transactions were ef- 
fected acted pursuant to his written rep- 
resentation that the funds in respect 
of which such discretion was granted 
were the funds of a customer who is 
neither a deaier in stocks or securities, 
a partnership described in subdivision 
(ii) (b) of this subparagraph, or a for- 
eign corporation described in subdivision 
(iii) (b) of this subparagraph. 


For purposes of this (b), a foreign person 
includes a nonresident alien individual, 
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a foreign corporation, or a partnership 
any member of which is a nonresident 
alien individual or a foreign corporation. 
This (b) shall apply only if the foreign 
person at no time during the taxable 
year has an office or other fixed place 
of business in the United States through 
which, or by the direction of which, the 
transactions in stocks or securities are 
effected. 


(c) Illustrations. The application of 
this subdivision may be illustrated by 
the following examples: 


Example (1). Foreign corporation X is a 
member of an underwriting syndicate orga- 
nized to distribute stock issued by domestic 
corporation Y. Foreign corporation X dis- 
tributes the stock of domestic corporation Y 
to foreign purchasers only. Domestic corpo- 
ration M is syndicate manager of the under- 
writing syndicate and, pursuant to the terms 
of the underwriting agreement, reserves the 
right to sell certain quantities of the under- 
written stock on behalf of all the members of 
the syndicate so as to engage in stabilizing 
transactions and to take certain other actions 
which may result in the realization of profit 
by all members of the underwriting syndi- 
cate. Foreign corporation X is not engaged 
in trade or business within the United States 
solely by reason of its participation as a 
member of such underwriting syndicate for 
the purpose of distributing the stock of do- 
mestic corporation Y to foreign purchasers or 
by reason of the exercise by M corporation of 
its discretionary authority as manager of 
such syndicate. 


Example (2). Foreign corporation Y, a cal- 
endar year taxpayer, is a bank which trades 
in stocks or securities both for its own ac- 
count and for the account of others. During 
1967 foreign corporation Y authorizes domes- 
tic corporation M, a broker, to exercise its 
discretion in effecting transactions in the 
United States in stocks or securities for the 
account of B, a nonresident alien individual 
who has a trading account with foreign 
corporation Y. Foreign corporation Y fur- 
nishes a written representation to domestic 
corporation M to the effect that the funds 
in respect of which foreign corporation Y 
has authorized domestic corporation M to 
use its discretion in trading in the United 
States in stocks or securities are not funds 
in respect of which foreign corporation Y is 
trading for its own account but are the funds 
of one of its customers who is neither a 
dealer in stocks or securities, a partnership 
described in subdivision (ii)(b) of this sub- 
paragraph, or a foreign corporation described 
in subdivision (iii) (b) of this subparagraph. 
Pursuant to the discretionary authority so 
granted, domestic corporation M_ effects 
transactions in the United States during 1967 
in stocks or securities for the account of the 
customer of foreign corporation Y. At no 
time during 1967 does foreign corporation Y 
have an Office or other fixed place of business 
in the United States through which, or by 
the direction of which, such transactions in 
stocks or securities are effected by domestic 
corporation M. During 1967 foreign corpo- 
ration Y is not engaged in trade or business 
within the United States solely by reason 
of such trading in stocks or securities dur- 
ing such year by domestic corporation M 
for the account of the customer of foreign 
corporation Y. Copies of the written repre- 
sentations furnished to domestic corporation 
M should be retained by foreign corporation 
Y for inspection by the Commissioner, if 
inspection is requested. 


(d) Trading in commodities. For pur- 
poses of paragraph (a) of this section— 


(1) In general. The term “engaged in 
trade or business within the United 
States” does not include the effecting 
of transactions in the United States in 
commodities (including hedging trans- 
actions) through a _ resident. broker, 
commission agent, custodian, or other in- 
dependent agent if (i) the commodities 
are of a kind customarily dealt in on an 
organized commodity exchange, such as 
a grain futures or a cotton futures 
market, (ii) the transaction is of a kind 
customarily consummated at such place, 
and (ii) the taxpayer at no time during 
the taxable year has an office or other 
fixed place of business in the United 
States through which, or by the direction 
of which, the transactions in commodi- 
ties are effected. The volume of com- 
modity transactions effected during the 
taxable year shall not be taken into 
account in determining under this sub- 
paragraph whether the taxpayer is en- 
gaged in trade or business in the United 
States. 

(2) Trading for taxpayer’s own ac- 
qount—(i) In general. The term “en- 
gaged in trade or business within the 
United States” does not include the ef- 
fecting of transactions in the United 
States in commodities (including hedg- 
ing transactions) for the taxpayer’s own 
account if the commodities are of a kind 
customarily dealt in on an organized 
commodity exchange and if the transac- 
tion is of a kind customarily consum- 
mated at such place. This rule shall apply 
irrespective of whether such transactions 
are effected by or through— 

(a) The taxpayer himself while pres- 
ent in the United States, 

(ob) Employees of the taxpayer, 
whether or not such employees are pres- 
ent in the United States while effecting 
the transactions, or 

(c) A broker, commission agent, cus- 
todian, or other agent of the taxpayer, 
whether or not such agent while effecting 
the transactions is (1) dependent or in- 
dependent, or (2) resident, nonresident, 
or present, in the United States, 


and irrespective of whether any such 
employee or agent has discretionary au- 
thority to make decisions in effecting 
such transactions. The volume of com- 
modity transactions effected during the 
taxable year shall not be taken into ac- 
count in determining under this sub- 
paragraph whether the taxpayer is en- 
gaged in tradé or business within the 
United States. This subparagraph shall 
not apply to the effecting of transactions 
in the United States for the account of a 
dealer in commodities. 


(ii) Partnerships. A nonresident alien 
individual, foreign partnership, foreign 
estate, foreign trust, or foreign corpora- 
tion shall not be considered to be en- 
gaged in trade or business within the 
United States solely because such person 
is a member of a partnership (whether 
domestic or foreign) which, pursuant to 
discretionary authority granted to such 
partnership by such person, effects 
transactions in the United States in 
commodities for the partnership’s ac- 
count or solely because an employee of 
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such partnership, or a broker, commis- 
sion agent, custodian, or other agent, 
pursuant to discretionary authority 
granted by such partnership, effects 
transactions in the United States in com- 
modities for the account of such partner- 
ship. This subdivision shall not apply to 
any member of a partnership which is a 
dealer in commodities. 

(iii) Illustration. The application of 
this subparagraph may be illustrated by 


the following example: 

Example. Foreign corporation X, a calen- 
dar year taxpayer, is engaged as a merchant 
in the business of purchasing grain in South 
America and selling such cash grain outside 
the United States under long-term contracts 
for delivery in foreign countries. Foreign 
corporation X consummates a sale of 100,- 
000 bushels of cash grain in February 1967 
for July delivery to Sweden. Because foreign 
corporation X does not actually own such 
grain at the time of the sales transaction, 
such corporation buys as a hedge a July 
“futures contract” for delivery of 100,000 
bushels of grain, in order to protect itself 
from loss by reason of a possible rise in the 
price of grain between February and July. 
The “futures contract” is ordered through 
domestic corporation Y, a futures commis- 
sion merchant registered under the Com- 
modity Exchange Act. Foreign corporation X 
is not engaged in trade or business within 
the United States during 1967 solely by rea- 
son of its effecting of such futures contract 
for its own account through domestic cor- 
poration Y. ; 


(3) Definition of commodity. For pur- 
poses of section 864(b)(2)(B) and this 
paragraph the term “commodities” does 
not include goods or merchandise in the 
ordinary channels of commerce. 

(e) Other rules. The fact that a per- 
son is not determined by reason of this 
section to be not engaged in trade or 
business with the United States is not to 
be considered a determination that such 
person is engaged in trade or business 
within the United States. Whether or not 
such person is engaged in trade or busi- 
ness within the United States shall be 
determined on the basis of the facts and 
circumstances in each case. For other 
rules relating to the determination of 
whether a taxpayer is engaged in trade 
or business in the United States see sec- 
tion 875 and the regulations thereunder. 

(f) Effective date. The provisions of 
this section shall apply only in the case 
of taxable years beginning after Decem- 
ber 31, 1966. 


(Sec. 7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954; 68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805) 


[SEAL] SHELDON S. COHEN, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


Approved March 25, 1968. 
STANLEY S. SURREY, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3712; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 






RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 38—PENSIONS, BONUSES, 
AND VETERANS’ RELIEF 


Chapter I—Veterans Administration 


PART 21—VOCATIONAL REHABILI- 
TATION AND EDUCATION 


Subpart D—Administration of Edu- 
cational Benefits; 38 U.S.C. Chap- 
ters 34, 35, and 36 


EVENING LAW COURSES 


In § 21.4274(a), subparagraph (2) is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 21.4274 Law courses. 


(a) Accredited. * * * 

(2) An evening law course will be as- 
sessed as full-time if pursued for credit 
of at least 14 semester hours or the 
equivalent; otherwise it will be measured 
as not more than three-fourths time. 

_ . - ~~ > 
(72 Stat. 1114; 38 U.S.C. 210) 


This VA regulation is effective date of 
approval. 


Approved: March 21, 1968. 

By direction of the Administrator. 

[SEAL] A. W. STRATTON, 
Deputy Administrator. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-3720; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Chapter 101—Federal Property 
Management Regulations 


SUBCHAPTER E—SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT 


PART 101-26—PROCUREMENT 
SOURCES AND PROGRAMS 


Justification To Support GSA 
Procurement 


When GSA acts as the agent for an- 
other agency in making a procurement 
requiring the use of negotiation, the re- 
questing agency must furnish GSA with 
sufficient information to justify negotia- 
tion under the applicable authority. 
This amendment prescribes the require- 
ments for furnishing such information. 

The table of contents for Part 101-26 
is amended by the addition of the follow- 
ing new entry: 

Sec. 
101-26.105 Justification to support negoti- 


ated procurement by GSA for 
other agencies. 


Subpart 101-26.1—General 


Subpart 101-26.1 is amended by de- 
leting § 101-26.102-1(c) and adding 
§ 101-26.105 as follows: 


§ 101-26.102-1 General. 


* * « . * 


(c) [Deleted] 
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§ 101-26.105 Justification to support 
negotiated procurement by GSA for 
other agencies. 


Purchase requests submitted by an 
agency to GSA requiring negotiated pro- 
curement shall be supported as provided 
in this § 101-26.105. In those circum- 
stances not specifically covered in this 
§ 101-26.105, if additional information is 
required to assure that use of the appli- 
cable negotiating authority is proper, 
GSA procurement activities will request 
the necessary information from the re- 
questing agency. 

(a) When the purchase request is for 
a requirement to be procured under 
§ 1-3.202 (public exigency), citation of a 
FEDSTRIP priority designator 03 or 06, 
or a UMMIPS priority designator 01 
through 06, inclusive, will indicate that 
the agency is identifying a circumstance 
within the purview of § 1-3.202. No fur- 
ther information need be furnished to 
support the findings and determination 
to be made by the GSA contracting offi- 
cer. (NoTe: A purchase request which 
cites a priority designator above 06 may 
justify negotiation under this or other 
negotiation authority, but in such cases 
the request must be accompanied by a 
justification setting forth specific cir- 
cumstances sufficient to support the find- 
ings and determination to be made by 
the GSA contracting officer) . 

(b) When the purchase request is for 
a requirement to be procured by negotia- 
tion under § 1-3.208 (property purchased 
for authorized resale), or § 1-3.210 (im- 
practicable to secure competition by for- 
mal advertising), the request must refer 
to and be accompanied by a statement 
containing information sufficient to 
justify use of the negotiating authority 
contemplated. This information will be 
used to support the required findings and 
determination to be made by the GSA 
contracting officer. 

(c) When the purchase request is for 
a@ requirement to be procured by negotia- 
tion under § 1-3.211 (experimental, de- 
velopmental, or research work) , § 1-3.212 
(purchases not to be publicly disclosed), 
or § 1-3.213 (technical equipment re- 
quiring standardization and interchange- 
ability of parts), the request must refer 
to and be accompanied by a copy of a 
findings and determination made by the 
head of the requesting agency. However, 
in the case of contracts for experimental, 
developmental, or research work which 
will not require the expenditure of more 
than $25,000, or such higher amount as’ 
may have been delegated by the head of 
the requesting agency, the findings and 
determination may be made by a chief 
officer responsible for procurement when 
authorized by such delegation or as pro- 
vided in § 1-3.303. 


(d) When the purehase request is for 
a requirement to be procured by negotia- 
tion under § 1-3.215 (otherwise author- 
ized by law), the request must cite the 
law authorizing negotiation and refer to 
and be accompanied by any justification 
or findings and determination required 
- such authority and applicable regula- 
tions, 
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(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c) ) 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This regulation is ef- 


fective upon publication in the FrepERAL 
REGISTER. 


Dated: March 21, 1968. 


Lawson B. Knorr, Jr., 
Administrator of General Services. 


|F.R. Doc. 68-3688; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 47 —TELECOMMUNICATION 


Chapter |I—Federal Communications 
Commission 


[Docket Nos. 11959, 11991, 11994, 13847] 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
CHAPTER 


In the matter of amendment of Parts 
89, 91, 93, and 95 (formerly 10, 11, 16, 
and 19) of the Commission’s rules to 
reduce the separation between the as- 
signable frequencies in the 450-470 Mc/s 
band; amendment of Parts 2, 67 (for- 
merly 9), 89, 91, 93, 95, and 21 of the 
Commission’s rules to reallocate fre- 
quencies in the 460-470 Mc/s band and 
to make additional frequencies available 
for assignment in the 450-470 Mc/s band, 
Docket No. 13847; amendment of Parts 
89, 91, and 93 of the Commission’s rules 
to prohibit the use of frequencies in the 
450-470 Mc/s and by fixed stations 
other than control stations used for the 
secondary control of mobile relay sta- 
tions; amendment of Part 2 and Part 11 
of the Commission’s rules to establish 
an Industrial Protection Radio Service 
by allocating to it certain frequencies in 
the 450-470 Mc/s band, and to provide 
for specific rules to govern operations in 
that service, RM-309; amendment of 
Part 2 of the Commission’s rules and reg- 
ulations; reallocation of certain fixed, 
land mobile, and maritime mobile bands 
between 25 and 470 Mc/s, Docket No. 
11959; amendment of Part 11, rules gov- 
erning the Industrial Radio Services, to 
delete, modify, and create services, and 
to effect changes in the availability of 
frequencies, Docket No. 11991; complete 
revision of Part 19, rules governing 
Citizens Radio Service, and reallocation 
of frequencies in the range 26.96-27.23 
Mc/s from the Amateur Radio Service 
(Part 12) to the Citizens Radio Service, 
Docket No. 11994. 

Appendix B of the second report and 
order, FCC 68-128, released February 9, 
1968, and published in the FEpDERAL 
REGISTER on February 17, 1968, 33 F.R. 
3114 is corrected as follows: 


PART 89—PUBLIC SAFETY RADIO 
SERVICES 


1. In § 89.259, the table in paragraph 
(f) for the frequencies 458.900 and 
458.950 should read: 


§ 89.259 Frequencies available to the 
Local Government Radio Service. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(ff) *** 


Frequency 
or band | 


Class of 


Limita-, 
station(s) 


tions 





. 7-2 s*e-F 
458. 900 Mobile only__.......-- 
. see 


oo een: 
* 


Mobile only 
-* ss 


2. In § 89.309, the frequencies 458.050- 
458.950 in paragraph (g) are amended 
as follows (the frequencies 453.050- 
458.050 were deleted in instruction 4 of 
the second report and order by error), 
entries for the frequencies 460.025 and 
465.025-465.500 are corrected, and a new 
subparagraph (4) is added to paragraph 
(h) to read as follows: 


§ 89.309 Frequencies available to the 
Police Radio Service. 
= 


Limita- 
tions 
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(h) 


(4) Control stations associated with 
mobile relay stations may be authorized 
to operate on the land mobile service fre- 
quency assigned to the associated mobile 
station. However, when located less than 
75 miles from the center of any urban- 
ized area of 200,000 or more population 
such stations must employ directional 
antennas having a front-to-back ratio of 
at least 15 db and may radiate a signal 
that, when measured at the antenna 
terminals of the mobile relay station re- 
ceiver, does not exceed the signal 
strength of a mobile station operating 
from the control station location by more 
than 6 db. To make this measurement the 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 61—THURSDAY, MARCH 


mobile station may be moved no more 
than one-fourth mile away from the 
control location if necessary to provide 
a satisfactory signal at the mobile relay 
receiver. An engineering statement at- 
testing to compliance with this signal 
level limitation shall accompany each 
control station application. Urbanized 
areas are defined in the U.S. Census of 
Population, 1960, vol. 1, table 23, pages 
1-50. The centers of urbanized areas are 
determined from the appendix, page 226 
of the U.S. Commerce publication ‘Air 
Line Distance Between Cities in the 
United States.” Control stations author- 
ized prior to June 1, 1968, must conform 
to this requirement no later than No- 
vember 1, 1971. 


* + * * * 


3. In § 89.359, the frequencies 458.050- 
458.950 in paragraph (f) are amended 
as follows (the frequencies 453.050- 
458.950 were deleted in instruction 5 of 
the second report and order by error), 
entries for the frequencies 460.625 and 
465.525-465.625 are corrected, and a new 
subparagraph (4) is added to paragraph 
(g) to read as follows: 


§ 89.359 Frequencies available to the 
Fire Radio Service. 


a * * 


Frequency 
or band 


Class of 
station(s) 


Limita- 
tions 
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(4) Control stations associated with 
mobile relay stations may be authorized 
to operate on the land mobile service 
frequency assigned to the associated 
mobile station. However, when located 
less than 75 miles from the center of any 
urbanized area of 200,000 or more popu- 
lation such stations must employ direc- 
tional antennas having a front-to-back 
ratio of at least 15 db and may radiate a 
signal that, when measured at the an- 
tenna terminals of the mobile relay sta- 
tion receiver, does not exceed the signal 
strength of a mobile station operating 
from the control station location by more 
than 6 db. To make this measurement the 
mobile station may be moved no more 
than one-fourth mile away from the 
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control location if necessary to provide a 
satisfactory signal at the mobile relay 
receiver. An engineering statement at- 
testing to compliance with this signal 
level limitation shall accompany each 
control station application. Urbanized 
areas of 200,000 or more population are 
defined in the U.S. Census of Population, 
1960, vol. 1, table 23, pages 1-50. The cen- 
ters of urbanized areas are determined 
from the appendix, page 226 of the U'S. 
Commerce publication “Air Line Dis- 
tance Between Cities in the United 
States.” Control stations authorized prior 
to June 1, 1968, must conform to this re- 
quirement no later than November 1, 
1971. 





Frequency | Class of station (s) 
or band 
es 


462, 825 | Base..._..._--- 


465. 925 
465. 950 
465. 975 
466. 000 

see 
409. 525 

see 
460. 575 
469. 600 
460. 625 
469. 650 
see 
469. 700 
469. 725 
409. 750 | 


(b) *> + ¢ 
(16) Maximum permissible 
output is 20 watts. 
e . . s . 
6. In § 91754, a new subparagraph (15) 


should be added to paragraph (b) to read 
as follows: 


power 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


PART 91—INDUSTRIAL RADIO 
SERVICES 


§ 91.304 [Amended] 


4. In §91.304, entries for the fre- 
quencies 452.925, 452.950, 457.925, and 
457.950 should be deleted from the table 
in paragraph (a). 

5. In § 91.554, the table in paragraph 
(a) for the frequencies 462.825 through 
463.200, 465.900 through 466.000, 469.525, 
469.575 through 469.650, and 469.700 
through 469.750, and subparagraph (16) 
in paragraph (b) should read: 


§ 91.554 Frequencies available. 
(a) *** 





| Permanent use 
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see 
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§ 91.754 Frequencies available. 
. . e - 
: Ges 


{ (15) This frequency may be assigned 
to auxiliary test stations. 


PART 93—LAND TRANSPORTATION 
RADIO SERVICES 


§ 93.352 [Amended] 


7. In § 93.352(c), the frequency 452.475 
Mc/s should be inserted in the Base and 
Mobile column, and 457.425 Mc/s should 
be inserted in the Mobile Only column in 
appropriate numerical sequence along 
with the footnote designator number 1. 

' 8. In § 95.41, subdivisions (iii) and 
(iv) in paragraph (a) (2) should read: 


PART 95—CITIZENS RADIO SERVICE 


§ 95.41 Frequencies available. 

j@) ee ¢ 

(2) *> *- 

(iii) Fixed stations, other than those 
used to control base stations, located less 
than 100 miles (75 miles if the trans- 
mitter power output does not exceed 24 
watts) from the center of any urbanized 
area of 200,000 or more population must 
discontinue operation by November 1, 
1971. However, any operation after Jan- 
uary 1, 1970, must be on frequencies 
listed in subparagraph (1) of this para- 
graph. 

(iv) Fixed stations, located less than 
100 miles from the center of any ur- 
banized area of 200,000 or more popu- 
lation, which are used to control base 
stations and are authorized to operate on 
frequencies other than those listed in 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph may 
continue to operate on those frequencies 
only until January 1, 1970. 

> : * . 

Released: March 22, 1968. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 

COMMISSION, 

Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[FP.R. Doc. 68-3657; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 


[7 CFR Parts 1062, 1067, 11021 
[Docket No. AO 10-A37 etc.] 


MILK IN ST. LOUIS, MO., OZARKS, 
AND FORT SMITH, ARK., MAR- 
KETING AREAS 


Notice of Recommended Decision and 
Opportunity To File Written Excep- 
tions on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders (Partial) 


Docket Nos. AO 10-A37, AO 10-A39, 
AO 222-A23, and AO 237-A15-R03; and 
AO 10-A37-R01, AO 10-A39-R02, AO 
222-A23-R02, and AO 237-A15-R03. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is here- 
by given of the filing with the Hearing 
Clerk of this recommended decision with 
respect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and 
order regulating the handling of milk in 
the St. Louis, Mo., Ozarks and Fort 
Smith, Ark., marketing areas. Interested 
parties may file written exceptions to this 
decision with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C. 20250, by the Seventh day after 
publication of this decision in the Ferp- 
ERAL REGISTER. The exceptions should be 
filed in quadruplicate. All written sub- 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec- 
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk 
during regular business hours (7 CFR. 
1.27(b)). 


PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 


The hearings on the record of which 
the proposed amendments, as hereinafter 
set forth, to the tentative marketing 
agreements and to the orders as 
amended, were formulated, were con- 
ducted at St. Louis, Mo., January 24, 
1967, pursuant to notice issued January 
13, 1967 (32 F.R. 613), and February 28, 
1967, through March 3, 1967, pursuant to 
notice issued January 24, 1967 (32 F.R. 
1042). These hearings were reopened 
February 23, 1968 (33 F.R. 2784) with 
respect to: 

(a) Continuing beyond April 30, 1968, 
the temporary 20 cents added to the 
Class I price over regular formula fac- 
tors; and 

(b) Extending beyond April 30, 1968, 
the temporary basic formula price of 
$4.05. 

This recommended decision deals only 
with the supply-demand adjustor and 


does not deal with the issues considered 
at the February 23, 1968, session which 
are reserved for another decision. 


The hearing of February 28—March 3, 
1967, was also reopened February 19, 
1968 (33 F.R. 2785) with respect to the 
economic and marketing conditions re- 
lated to the disposition or potential dis- 
position of filled milk and certain other 
products containing milk or its deriva- 
tives which are disposed of in fluid form. 
The reopened hearing with respect to 
filled milk is not concluded and findings 
and conclusions on that issue are not 
considered in this recommended decision 
but will be dealt with in a separate 
decision. 

The hearing commencing February 28, 
1967, also reopened the joint hearing 
on the Fort Smith, Ark., and Ozarks 
milks orders held November 2, 1966, at 
Fayetteville, Ark. (Docket No. AO 237- 
Al15) ; such reopening was for the limited 
purpose of further consideration of, in- 
cluding Baxter, Carroll, Fulton, Izard, 
Madison, Newton, Searcy, and Stone 
Counties, Ark., in the proposed merged 
Ozarks-St. Louis marketing area. This 
issue is considered in another decision 
on these records. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearings relate to: 

1. Merging of the Ozarks and St. Louis 
marketing areas, and expansion of ter- 
ritory now regulated by the two orders to 
include additional territory to be added 
to either the Ozarks or St. Louis mar- 
keting areas or to the merged marketing 
area. 

2. Milk to be priced and pooled. 

3. Classification and allocation. 

4. Class I price and location adjust- 
ments. 

(a) Differentials over basic formula 
price. 

(b) Supply-demand adjustor. 

(c) Location adjustments. E 

5. Miscellaneous and administrative 
changes. 

This recommended decision relates 
only to the- issue designated as “4(b) 
Supply-demand adjustor.” A recom- 
mended decision was issued on March 18, 
1968, on the other issues, based on the 
records of the hearings held January 24, 
1967, and February 28, through March 3, 
1967, but not on the issues or testimony 
of the record of February 23, 1968. 


FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 


The following findings and conclu- 
sions on the material issues are based 
on evidence presented at the hearings 
and the records thereof. 

4(b) Supply-demand adjustor. The 
supply-demand adjustor now contained 
in the St. Louis order should be deleted 
and should not be replaced at this time 
in the St. Louis or proposed St. Louis- 
Ozarks order. (In the recommended 
decision issued Mar. 18, 1968, it was 
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recommended that the St. Louis and 
Ozarks markets be merged.) 

A supply-demand adjustor was effec- 
tive in the St. Louis market for several 
years prior to its suspension beginning 
June 3, 1967. The adjustor is based on 
milk supplies and Class I sales in only 
the St. Louis market, but the price 
adjustment has applied also in the 
Ozarks, Paducah, and Southern Illinois 
markets. 

Producer cooperatives in these markets 
claim that price variations produced by 
the adjustor have disturbed the relation- 
ship with other markets. During the 
period of April 1960 through December 
1967, the adjustor provided monthly 
price adjustments varying from minus 10 
to plus 16 cents per hundredweight. Prior 
to 1966 the annual average adjustment 
was within the range of plus or minus 
4.5 cents. In 1966 the average adjustment 
was plus 12.3 cents and in 1967, minus 6.5 
cents.* 

The adjustor has been the principal 
factor in changing price relationships 
with Iowa and Wisconsin markets. Pro- 
ducer groups professed that a stable 
relationship to lowa markets was desir- 
able to avoid unneeded transfers of milk 
from that area. For the Memphis and 
Arkansas markets, where the price is 
higher, they considered the relationship 
to be worsened when the St. Louis ad- 
justor was minus, and improved when 
the adjustor was plus. Their proposal 
would attempt to remedy this situation 
by use of a common adjustor. 

At the hearing cooperative associations 
in these markets proposed a supply- 
demand adjustor based on the quantities 
of producer milk and the total Class I 
sales in a 12-market area. The 12 
markets include St. Louis, Ozarks, 
Southern Illinois, Central Dlinois, Pa- 
ducah, Quad Cities-Dubuque, Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa City, Des Moines, North 
Central Iowa, Memphis, Central Arkan- 
sas, and Fort Smith. The proposal would 
delay the effect, of any adjustments, 
however, until such time as the same 
adjustor could be effective in all 12 
markets. 

The provision for delaying the opera- 
tion until effective in all 12 markets was 
made in recognition of the fact that most 
of the orders were not open on these 
records for amendment of their supply- 
demand adjustors. The possibility of 
amending such other orders thus cannot 
be judged on this record. No represent- 
atives in behalf of producers in the other 
markets appeared in support for such 
a price adjustor in their markets. 

On this record consideration may be 
given, however, to whether such a re- 
gional grouping of markets would be a 


1 Official notice is taken of supply-demand 
computations published by the market 
administrator for each month of 1967. 
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rational basis for a supply-demand ad- 
justor in the proposed St. Louis-Ozarks 
market. 

The proposed adjustor would operate 
on a basis similar to the adjustor pres- 
ently contained in the St. Louis order. 
It would adjust the Class I price based 
on the most recent 12 months of data 
available for total supplies and sales in 
the 12 markets. 

The proposal would use a standard for 
normal producer milk supply equal to 
130 percent of Class I sales. No price ad- 
justments would be made, however, as 
long as the relationship of producer milk 
to total Class I sales was within 121 to 
139 percent. Plus and minus adjustments 
of 15 cents per hundredweight were pro- 
posed when the utilization percentage 
reached 120 percent or less, or 140 per- 
cent or more, respectively, for a 3-month 
period. Similar additional plus and minus 
adjustments of 15 cents were proposed 
with each additional 5 percent change 
in the utilization percentage if such 
change persisted for a 3-month period. 

One of the objectives of a supply-de- 
mand adjustor is that it be responsive 
to market conditions. The proposed ad- 
justor would not result in any price 
adjustment based on current levels of 
utilization in the 12 markets. A review 
of data for these markets beginning with 
January 1960 shows the ratio of producer 
milk to producer Class I milk remained 
within the range of 128 to 135.2 Thus, 
adjustments would occur only if there 
were extreme changes in utilization from 
levels previously experienced in this 
group of markets. In the St. Louis and 
Ozarks markets, however, the ratio of 
producer milk to producer milk in Class 
I since 1960 has ranged from 133 to 151. 
It must be concluded, therefore, that 
the proposed adjustor is not sensitive to 
market conditions in the St. Louis- 
Ozarks markets and cannot perform the 
essential function of a supply-demand 
adjustor. 

Even if the proposed adjustor were 
revised to be more sensitive to market 
changes, the evidence does not confirm 
that this regional grouping of markets 
would be suitable for a supply-demand 
adjustor. Some of the criteria which 
might affect suitability of a regional 
group would include: 

1. Occasional or frequent shifting of 
supplies from one market to another in 
the group. 

2. Existence of common supply areas, 
to the extent that substantially similar 
supply conditions affect most markets of 
the group. 

3. Substantial overlapping of sales 
areas. 

4. Occasional or frequent shifting of 
pool plants between orders. 

If substantial supply sources frequently 
shift between two orders which have 
separate supply-demand adjustors, this 
could cause price differences between the 
markets which are erratic and unrelated 
to the relative need of milk in each 


* Official notice is taken of published data 
for each of these markets, January 1960 
through December 1967, pertaining to 
handlers’ receipts and utilization. 
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market. In the proposed region for a 
common supply-demand adjustor, the 
principal shifting of milk supplies among 
the several orders has been within the 
group comprised of St. Louis, Ozarks, 
Southern Illinois, and Paducah. The 
first three, to some degree have a com- 
mon supply area. Since all of these four 
markets have used the St. Louis supply- 
demand adjustor, the shifting of milk 
supplies did not tend to result in price 
disparities. 

Overlapping of sales areas of the sev- 
eral markets is of most significance be- 
tween St. Louis and Southern Illinois, 
and between Ozarks and Fort Smith. The 
first two markets have Class I prices 
related by a specified differential, and 
thus do not present a problem with re- 
spect to use of common supply-demand 
adjustor. In the case of Ozarks and Fort 
Smith, the wide price difference is an 
incentive for Ozarks handlers to extend 
sales routes into Fort Smith. The latter 
market, however, is relatively small, and 
has a supply closely related to the larger 
Central Arkansas market. 

The supply for the Central Arkansas, 
Fort Smith and Memphis markets is dis- 
tinct from the St. Louis and Ozarks 
supply and has no working relationship 
with the other markets of the proposed 
region. This is illustrated by the differ- 
ence in level of Class I utilization of 
producer milk in the several markets in 
1967: About 92 percent in Central 
Arkansas and about 89 percent in Mem- 
phis, compared to 66.5 percent in St. 
Louis and 58.6 percent in Ozarks. The 
existence of such separate and outstand- 
ingly different supply situations argues 
against combining them in a common 
supply-demand computation. Proponents 
included the Memphis and Arkansas 
markets for the purpose of reducing in- 
termarket price differences. The higher 
prices in the Tennessee and Arkansas 
markets with consistently plus supply- 
demand adjustments, however, are re- 
flective of their distinctive supply situa- 
tion. In view of these considerations it is 
concluded that the Tennessee and 
Arkansas markets do not belong to the 
same supply region as St. Louis and mar- 
kets in Missouri, Illinois, and Iowa. 

With respect to the Iowa markets, bulk 
transfers of milk from the North Central 
Iowa market to St. Louis are based on 
a special arrangement between a cooper- 
ative in the shipping market and a St. 
Louis handler. The special circumstances 
surrounding such transfers, including 
the difference in pooling methods under 
the two orders, obscure whatever supply 
and demand influences may be involved. 

It is concluded that the proposed re- 
gional basis for a supply-demand ad- 
justor is not justified on this record. 


In the four markets where Class I 
prices are now based on the St. Louis 
Class I price, there is sufficient relation- 
ship of milk supplies to consider a sup- 
ply-demand adjustor based on combined 
supplies and utilization. Such an adjustor 
is not developed in this procedure be- 
cause other circumstances in these 
markets would make the adjustor im- 
practical at this time. 
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At the present time a supply-demand 
adjustor would be ineffective in modify- 
ing producer returns and handlers’ costs 
in relation to market conditions in St. 
Louis and Ozarks markets or the pro- 
posed merged marketing area. Prices cur- 
rently paid by regulated handlers in 
these two markets for Class I milk ex- 
ceed order Class I prices by 50 cents per 
hundredweight in St. Louis and 62 cents 
per hundredweight in Springfield, Mo. 
The 50-cent premium over the order price 
has been paid by St. Louis handlers be- 
ginning with October 1967. In the Ozarks 
market, beginning in April 1967 handler 
payments exceeded order Class I prices. 
In February 1968 actual prices for Class 
I milk exceeded order prices by 62 cents 
per hundredweight.’ 

The added price factor due to pre- 
miums is opposite from the action of the 
St. Louis supply-demand adjustor. If it 
had not been suspended, the adjustor 
would have been negative during the en- 
tire period since these hearings were 
held. Further, in view of depressed level 
of Class I utilization for the four mar- 
kets, and revised adjustor based on sup- 
plies and sales in these markets must be 
judged to require negative adjustments. 
Thus, whether the existing or a revised 
adjustor were used, it would be ineffec- 
tive because of the premiums paid. 

In order for a supply-demand adjustor 
to operate in an appropriate or beneficial 
way in the markets under consideration, 
it must have a significant influence on 
the effective Class I price level. In a situ- 
ation where substantial premiums have 
persisted for a considerable period the 
premium price is the one which in- 
fluences the supply-sales balance rather 
than the supply-demand adjustor price. 

The purpose of the supply-demand ad- 
justor is to achieve—by the timely 
changes it makes in the Class I prices— 
an appropriate supply-sales balance. If 
the Class I prices which result from the 
supply-demand adjustor are not in fact 
the effective prices, obviously the sup- 
ply-demand adjustor is not influencing 
the supply-sales balance. Hence, in a 
situation where substantial premiums 
are effective and where they persist for 
considerable periods, the supply-demand 
adjustor is nullified as a price-making 
factor on sales in the marketing area. 

When a supply-demand adjustor is 
rendered ineffective by the existence of 
substantial premiums, as in this in- 
stance, the adjustor becomes a disruptive 
factor wherever milk is sold at the mini- 
mum order prices. Where premiums are 
effective the supply-demand adjustor is 
not only rendered inconsequential but 
it usually results in prices below those 
which it would provide if it were effective. 


For example, if a 20-cent premium is 
instituted in a market it may attract an 
increase in supply relative to sales which 


* Official notice is taken of Class I prices 
published by the market administrator for 
periods since the hearings and through Feb- 
ruary 1968; and prices published by the USDA 
monthly in the Fluid Milk and Cream Report 
as paid by milk handlers in St. Louis and 
Springfield, Mo., for the months of January 
1967 through January 1968. 
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would normally call for a minus 20 cents 
supply-demand adjustor. But when the 
minus 20 cents is applied to the minimum 
order price, such price may be too low 
to maintain an adequate supply. 

Usually, premium prices apply only 
within specified areas or regions. Milk 
sold outside these areas or regions is sold 
at order minimums. When the supply- 
demand adjustor gives too low a price, 
milk sold at minimum order prices dis- 
rupts marketing and price conditions in 
any area where it is disposed of. 

It is necessary, therefore, to eliminate 
the St. Louis supply-demand adjustor 
because of the persistence of substantial 
premiums which would cause the ad- 
justor to result in inappropriate Class I 
prices if reinstated at this time, whether 
in the present form or in any form which 
might be based on these records. 


RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND 
CONCLUSIONS 


Briefs and proposed findings and con- 
clusions were filed on behalf of certain 
interested parties. These briefs, proposed 
findings and conclusions and the evidence 
in the record were considered iri making 
the findings and conclusions set forth 
above. To the extent that the suggested 
findings and conclusions filed by inter- 
ested parties are inconsistent with the 
findings and conclusions set forth herein, 
the requests to make such findings or 
reach such conclusions are denied for 
the reasons previously stated in this 
decision. 


GENERAL FINDINGS 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter- 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto: and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and deter- 
minations set forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as deter- 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market- 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will refiect the aforesaid factors, in- 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesale milk, and be in the public in- 
terest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han- 
dling of milk in the same manner as, and 
will be applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and com- 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
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agreement upon which a hearing 
been held. 


RECOMMENDED MARKETING AGREEMENT AND 
ORDER AMENDING THE ORDER 


has 


The following order amending the or- 
der as amended regulating the handling 
of milk in the St. Louis marketing area 
is recommended as the detailed and ap- 
propriate means by which the foregoing 
conclusions may be carried out. The rec- 
ommended marketing agreement is not 
included in this decision because the 
regulatory provisions thereof would be 
the same as those contained in the order, 
as hereby proposed to be amended: 

(1) In the introductory text of § 1062.- 
51(a), preceding subparagraph (1), the 
language: “and plus or minus the 
amounts provided in subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph” is revoked. 

(2) In § 1062.51(a), subparagraphs 
(1) and (2) are revoked. 


Signed at 
March 22, 1968. 


Washington, D.C., on 
JOHN C. BLuM, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 
68-3702; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[7 CFR Part 1064] 
[Docket No. AO 23-A35] 


MILK IN GREATER KANSAS CITY 
MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Hearing on Proposed 
Amendments to Tentative Market- 
ing Agreement and Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et 
seq.), and the applicable rules of practice 
and procedure governing the formula- 
tion of marketing agreements and mar- 
keting orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice 
is hereby given of a public hearing to be 
held at the President Hotel, 14th and 
Baltimore, Kansas City, Mo., beginning 
at 10 a.m., local time, on April 2, 1968, 
with respect to proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order, regulating the handling of 
milk in the Greater Kansas City mar- 
keting area. 

The public hearing is for the purpose 
of receiving evidence with respect to the 
economic and marketing conditions 
which relate to the proposed amend- 
ments, hereinafter set forth, and any 
appropriate modifications thereof, to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order. 

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Proposed by Mid-America Dairymen, 
Inc.; Producers Creamery Company of 
Springfield, Mo.; Producers Creamery 
Company of Chillicothe, Mo.; St. Joseph 
Milk Producers Association; Milk Pro- 
ducers, Inc.; Sunflower Dairy, Inc.; and 
Milk Producers Marketing Co: 

Proposal No. 1. Delete the supply-de- 
mand adjustor by revising § 1064.51 to 
read as follows: 
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§ 1064.51 
> * * > * 


(a) Class I milk. The Class I price shall 
be the basic formula price for the pre- 
ceding month plus $1.30, plus 20 cents 
through April 1968; 


* * * + * 


Proposed by the Dairy Division, Con- 
sumer and Marketing Service: 

Proposal No. 2. Make such changes as 
may be necessary to make the entire mar- 
keting agreement and the order conform 
with any amendments thereto that may 
result from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and 
the order may be procured from the 
Market Administrator, U. Grant Gray- 
son, Post Office Box 4336, 7939 Floyd 
Avenue, Overland Park, Kans. 66204, or 
from the Hearing Clerk, Room 112-A, 
Administration Building, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
20250, or may be there inspected. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
25, 1968. 


Class prices. 


JouN C. BLuMm, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3728; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[7 CFR Part 1073] 
[Docket No. AO 173-A21] 


MILK IN WICHITA, KANS., | 
MARKETING AREA 


Decision on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear- 
ing was held at Wichita, Kans., on 
June 15, 1967, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on June 5, 1967 (32 F.R. 8247). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro- 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg- 
ulatory Programs, on March 12, 1968 (33 
F.R. 4585; F.R. Doc. 68-3203) filed with 
the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, his revised recommended de- 
cision containing notice of the oppor- 
tunity to file written exceptions thereto. 

The material issue, findings and con- 
clusions, rulings, and general findings of 
the revised recommended decision (33 
F.R. 4585; F.R. Doc. 68-3203) are hereby 
approved, adopted, and are set forth in 
full herein. 

The material issue on the record of 
the hearing relates to elimination or re- 
vision of the Class I price supply-demand 
adjustment. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow- 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma- 
terial issue are based on evidence pre- 
sented at the hearing and the recor 
thereof: 

Elimination or revision of the supply- 
demand adjustment. The supply-demand 
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adjustment to the Class I price of the 
Wichita order should be eliminated. 

The Wichita order presently contains a 
supply-demand provision which adjusts 
the Class I price each month according to 
the relationships of producer receipts to 
the quantity of such receipts used in 
Class I for the second and third months 
preceding the pricing month. This “cur- 
rent” utilization percentage is compared 
with seasonally adjusted “‘standards” for 
which the annual average midpoint is 
135 percent. The applicable standard for 
each 2-month period is expressed as a 
minimum and maximum percentage, 
with a 10-point range within which no 
adjustment occurs. This provision has 
been suspended for the period July 1967 
through March 1968 on the basis of a re- 
quest made at the hearing for such 
suspension during the pendency of 
proceedings. 

The two cooperative associations rep- 
resenting most of the producers in the 
area proposed elimination of the ad- 
justor, or in the alternative, that a 12- 
month mover be used to replace the 
present seasonally varied 2-month mov- 
ers and that gross Class I sales of regu- 
lated handlers plus route sales in the 
Wichita marketing area by other plants 
replace the present producer milk in 
Class I as a measure of demand. Stand- 
ard utilization percentages of 125 to 135 
were proposed to replace seasonally 
varied ratios ranging from 116-126 as 
the lowest to 145-155 as the highest for 
any 2-month period of the year. 

The proponents of this proposal made 
it plain at the hearing, and in their ex- 
ceptions to the recommended decision, 
that they preferred elimination of sup- 
ply-demand adjustment of the Class I 
price from the order rather than the 
proposal they had made for change in 
the provision. Since it is concluded that 
the provision should be eliminated from 
the order, the application of the alterna- 
tive changes proposed need not be dis- 

* cussed. 

At the present time a supply-demand 
adjustor would be ineffective in modify- 
ing producer returns and handlers’ costs 
in relation to market conditions. Prices 
currently paid by Wichita handlers for 
Class I milk exceed order Class I prices 
by 50 cents per hundredweight. The 50- 
cent premium over the order price has 
been paid by handlers beginning with 
October 1967. Official notice is taken of 
Class I prices published by market ad- 
ministrators for periods since the hear- 
ing through February 1968 and prices 
published by the USDA monthly in the 
“Fluid Milk and Cream Report” as paid 
by milk handlers in Wichita, Kans., for 
the months of August 1967 through Feb- 
ruary 1968. 

In order for a supply-demand adjustor 
to operate in an appropriate or beneficial 
way in this market, it must have a signifi- 
cant influence on the effective Class I 
price level. In a situation where substan- 
tial premiums have persisted for a con- 
siderable period the premium price is the 
one which influences the supply-sales 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


balance rather than the supply-demand 
adjustor price. 

The purpose of the supply-demand ad- 
justor in this market is to achieve—by the 
timely changes it makes in the Class I 
prices—an appropriate supply-sales bal- 
ance. If the Class I prices which result 
from the supply-demand adjustor are not 
in fact the effective prices, obviously the 
supply-demand adjustor is not influenc- 
ing the supply-sales balance. Hence, in a 
situation where substantial premiums are 
effective and where they persist for con- 
siderable periods, the supply-demand ad- 
justor is nullified as a price-making 
factor. 

When a supply-demand adjustor is 
rendered ineffective by the existence of 
substantial premiums, the adjustor be- 
comes a disruptive factor wherever milk 
is sold at the minimum order prices. 
Where premiums are effective the supply- 
demand adjustor is not only rendered in- 
consequential but it usually results in 
prices below those which it would provide 
if it were effective. 

For example, if a 20-cent premium is 
instituted in a market it may attract an 
increase in supply relative to sales which 
would normally call for a minus 20 cents 
supply-demand adjustor. But when the 
minus 20 cents is applied to the minimum 
order price, such price may be too low to 
maintain an adequate supply. 

Usually,- premium prices apply only 
within specified areas or regions. Milk 
sold outside these areas or regions is sold 
at order minimums. When the supply- 
demand adjustor gives too low a price, 
milk sold at minimum order prices dis- 
rupts marketing and price conditions in 
any area where it is disposed of. 

It is necessary, therefore, to eliminate 
the supply-demand adjustor in this mar- 
ket where substantial premiums now pre- 
vail which could cause it to result in 
inappropriate Class I prices if reinstated 
at this time. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con- 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid- 
ered ‘in making the findings and conclu- 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by interested parties are inconsistent 
with the findings and conclusions set 
forth herein, the request to make such 
findings or reach such conclusions are 
denied for the reasons previously stated 
in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and de- 
terminations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance 
of the aforesaid order and of the pre- 
viously issued amendments thereto; and 
all of said previous findings and deter- 
minations are hereby ratified and af- 
firmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 
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(a) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 


(b) The parity prices of milk as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af- 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market- 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure 
a sufficient quantity of pure and whole- 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and com- 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 


RULINGS ON EXCEPTIONS 
No exceptions were filed. 


MARKETING AGREEMENT AND ORDER 


Annexed hereto and made a part here- 
of are two documents entitled, respec- 
tively, “Marketing Agreement Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the Wichita, 
Kans., Marketing Area”, and “Order 
Amending the Order Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Wichita, Kans., 
Marketing Area’, which have been de- 
cided upon as the detailed and appro- 
priate means of effectuating the fore- 
goin;; conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the FrepERAL 
RecisTer. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 


DETERMINATION OF REPRESENTATIVE 
PERIOD 


The month of January 1968 is hereby 
determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached or- 
der, as amended and as hereby proposed 
to be amended, regulating the handling 
of milk in the Wichita, Kans., marketing 
area, is approved or favored by producers, 
as defined under the terms of the order, 
as amended and as hereby proposed to 
be amended, and who, during such repre- 
sentative period, were engaged in the 
production of milk for sale within the 
aforesaid marketing area. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on March 
25, 1968. 
GeorcE L. MEHREN, 
Assistant Secretary. 





Order: Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the Wichita, 
Kans., Marketing Area 


§ 1073.0 Findings and determinations, 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi- 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find- 
ings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determina- 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi- 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern- 
ing the formulation of marketing agree- 
ments and marketing orders (Part 900 
of this title), a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Wichita, Kans., marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence in- 
troduced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the 


declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as deter- 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 


other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini- 
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a suf- 
ficient quantity of pure and wholesome 
milk, and be in the public interest; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in- 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in, a marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 


ORDER RELATIVE TO HANDLING 


It is therefore ordered, That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han- 
dling of milk in the Wichita, Kans., mar- 
keting area shall be in conformity to and 
in compliance with the terms and condi- 
tions of the aforesaid order, as amended 
and as hereby amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed market- 
ing agreement and order contained in 
the revised recommended decision issued 
by the Deputy Administrator, Regulatory 
Programs, on March 12, 1968, and pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on March 
15, 1968 (33 F.R. 4585; F.R. Doc. 68- 
3203), shall be and are the terms and 


1 This order shall not become effective un- 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 of 
the rules of practice and procedure governing 
proceedings to formulate marketing agree- 
ments and marketing orders have been met. 
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provisions of this order and are set forth 
in full herein. 

Section 1073.51(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 1073.51 Class prices. 


* = om * * 


(a) Class I milk. The price for Class 
I milk at plants located in Zone 1 shall 
be the basic formula price for the pre- 
ceding month plus $1.60, plus 20 cents 
through April 1968. Such price shall not 
be less than the Class I price established 
for-the same month pursuant to Part 
1064 (Greater Kansas City) of this 
chapter, nor more than the Greater 
Kansas City Class I price plus 60 cents. 
>. * > = am 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3729; Filed, Mar. 27, 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Bureau of Labor Standards 
[29 CFR Part 1500] 


EMPLOYMENT OF MINORS AND 
HAZARDOUS OCCUPATIONS 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


Employment of minors between 14 and 
16 years of age (Child Labor Reg. 3) and 
occupations particularly hazardous for 
the employment of minors between 16 
and 18 years of age or detrimental to 
their health or well being (Hazardous 
Occupations Orders 1 through 17). 

Pursuant to authority in section 3(1) 
of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 
(29 U.S.C. 203(1)) and Reorganization 
Plan No. 6 of 1950 (3 CFR 1949-53 Comp. 
p. 1004) written and oral communica- 
tions of data, views, or argument are in- 
vited, as herein provided, on the subject 
and issue of what, if any, modifications 
should be made to Subparts C (Child 
Labor Reg. 3) and E (Hazardous Occupa- 
tions Orders 1 through 17) of 29 CFR 
Part 1500 in order to adapt those regula- 
tions to the changes in the conditions 
and practices to which they relate which 
have occurred since they were promul- 
gated. 

As a preliminary to this notice approxi- 
mately 330 persons and organizations 
(safety engineers, officials from unions, 
trade associations, manufacturers etc.) 
were asked to review specific hazardous 
occupations orders. Over 200 responses 
were received. These responses yielded a 
variety of suggestions. In some instances 
these suggestions were to relax certain 
aspects of the orders and in other cases 
it was proposed to extend their coverage. 

From these suggestions evolved certain 
questions of extensive interest. These are 
presented here and comments both for 
and against are invited. Additional com- 
ments are particularly invited on any 
other question, ideas, proposals, etc., that 
lie within the scope of concern of Sub- 
parts C and E of 29 CFR Part 1500. 
CHILD Labor REGULATION No. 3 (29 CFR Part 

1500 SUBPART (Cc) ) 

Section 3(1) of the Act provides, in per- 
tinent part— 

The Secretary of Labor shall provide by 
regulation or by order that the employment 
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of employees between the ages of 14 and 16 
years in occupations other than manufactur- 
ing and mining shall not be deemed to con- 
stitute oppressive child labor if and to the 
extent that the Secretary of Labor deter- 
mines that such employment is confined to 
periods which will not interfere with their 
schooling and to conditions which will not 
interfere with their health and well-being. 


The Secretary’s provision responsive 
to this statutory authority is known in 
the Labor Department as Child Labor 
Regulation No. 3 and appears in the Code 
of Federal Regulation as 29 CFR Part 
1500 Subpart C. 

It has been suggested that these are 
occupations or places of work which 
would not interfere with the health and 
well-being of 14- and 15-year-old chil- 
dren as follows: 

(1) Stock clerk operations in the 
warehousing and storage industry. 

(2) Switchboard operator work, rec- 
ord-turntable operator work and clean- 
up work in sales rooms and offices in the 
communications and public utilities in- 
dustry. 

(3) Rooms where food processing 
takes place. 

(4) Folding and sorting laundry, 
marking clothing, wrapping bundles, 
and cleanup work in rooms where ma- 
chinery is not being operated in laun- 
dries and dry cleaning and dyeing plants. 

(5) Work on ladders, scaffolds, or 
similar devices of limited height (6 feet 
for example). 

(6) Work in hospitals, nursing homes, 
ete., not involving contact with persons 
having contagious diseases, psychiatric 
illnesses, or contact with contaminated 
equipment or supplies, or compress gas 
equipment or supplies. 

It has been suggested that an increase 
in the present limitation of hours of work 
for children 14 and 15 years old (from 
the current 18 hours limitation in any 1 
week when school is in session to 23 
hours, for example) would not inter- 
fere with their schooling or with their 
health and well being. 

It has been suggested that three ex- 
emptions from the provisions prohibit- 
ing certain work by 14- and 15-year-old 
children be provided. 

The first would allow children enrolled 
in cooperative vocational education pro- 
grams under a State or local educational 
authority or in a course of study in a 
substantially similar program conducted 
by a private school to work up to 4 hours 
per day when school is in session, up to 
28 hours per week when school is in ses- 
sion, during school hours, and on power- 
driven machines other than those pro- 
hibited for 16- and 17-year-old children 
by hazardous occupations orders. Under 
the current regulation, employment of 
14- and 15-year-old children is permitted 
up to 3 hours a day and 18 hours per week 
when school is in session and must not 
occur during school hours. Operating 
most power-driven machinery is also 
prohibited. 

The second would allow 14- and 15- 
year-old children enrolled in general 
schoolwork experience programs to work 
up to 4 hours per day when school is 
in session, up to 28 hours per week 
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when school is in session, and during 
school hours and that a mechanism to 
monitor this exemption and approve pro- 
grams be established within the Depart- 
ment of Labor. 

The third would allow the employ- 
ment of 14- and 15-year-old children 
enrolled in State, local, or private school- 
work programs for handicapped persons 
to work up to 4 hours per day when 
school is in session, up to 28 hours per 
week when school is in session, and dur- 
ing school hours; also to work in occupa- 
tions denied other 14- and 15-year-old 
children provided that such occupations 
are neither manufacturing nor mining 
occupations, nor occupations found and 
declared to be particularly hazardous for 
the employment of 16- and 17-year-old 
children. 

Comment’ is invited both for and 
against all of these suggestions and any 
other suggestions are particularly re- 
quested. 


HaZARDOUS OCCUPATIONS ORDERS (29 CFR 
Part 1500 SusppartT (e) ) 


The Act defines oppressive child labor, 
which it prohibits, to include a condition of 
employment under which: 

Any employee between the ages of 16 and 
18 years is employed by an employer in any 
occupation which the Secretary of Labor 
shall find and by order declare to be particu- 
larly hazardous for the employment of 
children between such ages or detrimental 
to their health or well-being. 


The prohibitions promulgated under 
this authority and responsibility are 
known in the Labor Department as Haz- 
ardous Occupation Orders and are found 
in the Code of Federal Regulations at 
29 CFR Part 1500 Subpart E. 

Many questions and suggestions have 
been received concerning this Subpart. 

It has been suggested that regulations 
be extended to other industries—par- 
ticularly the poultry processing industry, 
scrap metal and salvage yards, and work 
done on roofs other than by roofers. 

It has been suggested that new proc- 
esses in the meat processing and bakery 
machines industries require changes in 
the existing orders. 

It has been suggested that the em- 
ployment of 16- and 17-year-old children 
who are student learners enrolled in 
vocational cooperative education pro- 
grams or apprentices in the occupations 
where their employment is presently 
prohibited would not be particularly haz- 
ardous for them or detrimental to their 
health or well-being. 

In the cases of student learners who 
have graduated from high schools prior 
to their eighteenth birthday where they 
have participated in vocational coopera- 
tive education programs, it has been 
suggested that their immediate employ- 
ment in the fields in which they have 
completed training would not be par- 
ticularly hazardous for them or detri- 
mental to their health or well-being. 

It has been suggested that a system 
should be developed for granting exemp- 
tions from Hazardous Occupations 
Orders on application to the Secretary 
of Labor who would be authorized to 
permit the employment of particular 16- 
and 17-year-old children in the occupa- 
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tion theretofore found and declared to 
be particularly hazardous for them or 
detrimental to their health or well- 
being. 

It has been suggested that it would 
not be particularly hazardous for chil- 
dren 16- and 17-years old or detrimental 
to their health or well-being for them to 
be employed in the occupations prohib- 
ited by Hazardous Occupations Orders 
Nos. 5, 8, 10, 11, and 12 if the machine 
identified in those orders were equipped 
with devices for full automatic feeding 
and ejecting with fixed barrier guards 
which completely prevent operators or 
helpers from placing any part of their 
bodies in the point of operation areas? 

It has been suggested that it would 
not be particularly hazardous for chil- 
dren 16- and 17-years old or detrimental 
to their health or well-being for them to 
be employed to operate automobiles and 
trucks not exceeding 6,000 pounds gross 
vehicle weight during daylight hours 
provided they hold a State operator’s or 
chauffeur’s license and have completed 
a State approved driver education 
course: And provided further, That the 
vehicle is equipped with a seat belt or 
similar device for the use of the driver 
and any helper: And provided further, 
That such driving does not involve tow- 
ing vehicles or transporting passengers? 

It has been suggested that it would 
not be particularly hazardous for 16- and 
17-year-old children or detrimental to 
their health and well-being for them to 
be employed in manually splitting fence 
posts, pulp wood, chemical wood, excel- 
sior wood, cord wood, and similar prod- 
ucts with a maul and wedge and in man- 
ually loading and unloading such wood 
products having a butt diameter of more 
than 6 inches when such work is not done 
in conjunction with, or at the same time 
and place as, the logging operations to 
which Hazardous Occupations Order No. 
4 applies, provided that the child who 
engages in such occupations has been 
examined by a licensed doctor of med- 
icine or osteopathy who has issued a 
certificate kept by the child’s employer 
declaring the child to be capable of such 
performance without injury to himself. 
It has also been suggested that it would 
not be particularly hazardous for such 
children nor detrimental to their health 
or well-being if the order were amended 
to permit their employment in the occu- 
pations of grader, tally man, and lumber 
puller on the green chain and in man- 
ually handling and shipping laths, with 
the same condition concerning a doctor’s 
certificate, and provided such employ- 
ment does not require the child to enter 
the saw mill building. 

It has been suggested that it would not 
be particularly hazardous for children 
16- and 17-years old or detrimental to 
their health or well-being if Hazardous 
Occupations Order No. 5 were amended 
to permit their employment in the oper- 
ation of portable sanders, hand drills 
up to and including %%4-inch chuck 
capacity. 

It has been suggested that it would 
not be particularly hazardous for chil- 
dren 16- and 17-years old or detrimental 
to their health or well-being for them 
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to be employed as off-bearers on corru- 
gating and single or double-facing ma- 
chines and on laminating and combining 
machines, in occupations presently pro- 
hibited by Hazardous Occupations Order 
No. 12, if there were a doctor’s certificate 
such as mentioned above with respect to 
Hazardous Occupations Order No. 4. 

It has been suggested that it would not 
be particularly hazardous or detrimental 
to the health or well-being of 16- and 
17-year-old children if they were em- 
ployed, contrary to the present form of 
Hazardous Occupations Order No. 13, in 
manually removing green brick, drain 
tile, and other fresh clay products from 
conveyors or for them to be employed in 
manually placing brick or drain tile in, 
or removing such products from, a cooled 
dryer or cooled kiln when none of such 
work is done in the manufacture of silica 
brick or silica refractories and all pro- 
vided that there is a doctor’s certificate 
such as is discussed above with respect 
to Hazardous Occupations Order No. 
4. It has also been suggested that 
this Hazardous Occupation Order be 
strengthened so as to prohibit the em- 
ployment of such children in storage and 
shipping, in store rooms and drying de- 
partments of plants manufacturing 
sewer pipe unless there is a doctor’s 
certificate of the type above described. 

Comment is invited both for and 
against all of these suggestions, and 
other suggestions are particularly 
invited. 

Persons interested in any change in 
the present regulations concerning the 
employment of 14- and 15-year-old 
children or the employment of 16- and 
17-year-old children expressed in 29 CFR 
1500 Subparts C and E promulgated 
under authority of section 3(1) of the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, are 
invited to submit written data, views, or 
argument concerning any such change, 
including particularly those above sug- 
gested, by mail to the Director, Bureau 
of Labor Standards, Room 401, Railway 
Labor Building, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20210 on or before 
(Apr. 29, 1968). 

Opportunity will be provided for in- 
terested persons to make oral presenta- 
tion of data, views, or arguments on the 
same issue before John Mealy, a Hearing 
Examiner appointed under section 11 of 
the Administrative Procedure Act, in 
conference rooms of the U.S. Department 
of Labor, main building, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. during the week commencing at 
10 o’clock a.m., April 29, 1968. 

Such statements will be received com- 
mencing at 10 o’clock a.m. on April 29, 
1968, in Conference Room 107, concern- 
ing the above identified suggestions 
regarding extending the apprentice and 
student learner exemptions to all of the 
hazardous occupations orders, exempting 
student learners who graduate from high 
school prior to their 18th birthday, 
establishing a system whereby exemp- 
tions from hazardous occupations orders 
may be granted by the Secretary of 
Labor on applications, and exemptions 
from Hazardous Occupations Orders 5, 
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8, 10, 11, 12, and 13 for employment on 
machines equipped with devices for 
full automatic feeding and ejection. 

Such statements will be received com- 
mencing at 10 a.m., on April 30, 1968, in 
Conference Room 107 concerning the 
above-identified suggestions regarding 
modification of Hazardous Occupations 
Order No. 2. 

Such statements will be received com- 
mencing at 10 a.m., on May 1, 1968, in 
Conference Room 102 concerning the 
above-identified suggestions relating to 
other changes in the Hazardous Occupa- 
tions Orders. 

Such statements will be received com- 
mencing at 10 a.m., on May 2, 1968, in 
Conference Room 107 concerning the 
above-identified suggestions regarding 
modification of Child Labor Regulation 
No. 3. 

Such statements concerning any other 
change within the above-identified sub- 
ject and issue of this proceeding and any 
statements concerning the above-identi- 
fied suggestions which have until then 
not been received will be received com- 
mencing at 10 a.m., on May 3,, 1968, in 
Conference Room 107. 

All those making oral presentations 
shall be subject to cross examination by 
all others participating, including coun- 
sel for the Government. The Hearing 
Examiner shall govern the course of the 
proceeding, hold presentations to rele- 
vant matters, govern the content of the 
record, have disciplinary power to ex- 
clude persons from the room where oral 
presentations are made, see that the pro- 
ceedings are stenographically reported 
and transcripts made available to per- 
sons participating on payment of fees 
therefor. The Hearing Examiner shall 
close the proceedings promptly after the 
last oral presentation and certify the 
record to the Secretary of Labor for such 
changes in 29 CFR 1500 Subparts C and 
E, if any, as shall seem to the Secretary 
to be advisable. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 25th 
day of March 1968. 
WILLARD WIRTZ, 
Secretary of Labor. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3733; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 
[29 CFR Parts 5, 71 


CONTRACTS COVERING FEDERALLY 
FINANCED OR ASSISTED CON- 
STRUCTION AND NONCONSTRUC- 
TION CONTRACTS SUBJECT TO 
CONTRACT WORK HOURS STAND- 
ARDS ACT 


Enforcement of Leber Standards 
Provisions 


On November 3, 1967, a proposal to 
amend 29 CFR Parts 5, 6, and 7 was pub- 
lished in the FepreraL RecisTer (32 F.R. 
15396). Interested persons were given 30 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


days within which to submit written 
data, views, or arguments concerning the 
proposal. Upon consideration of the 
responses I hereby withdraw the proposal 
of November 3, 1967. 

Pursuant to authority provided in 5 
US.C. 301, section 2 of the Copeland 
Act (48 Stat. 948, as amended; 40 U.S.C. 
276c), section 10 of the Portal-to-Portal 
Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 89, as amended; 29 
U.S.C. 259), sections 104 and 105 of the 
Contract Work Hours Standards Act 
(76 Stat. 358, 359; 40 U.S.C. 330, 331), 
and in Reorganization Plan No. 14 of 
1950 (64 Stat. 1267), I hereby propose 
to amend 29 CFR Parts 5 and 7 in the 
manner set out below. 

The purpose of the proposed amend- 
ments is to conform certain provisions of- 
parts 5 and 7 to Secretary’s Order 21-67 
(32 F.R. 14802). This order delegates au- 
thority and assigns responsibility to the 
Solicitor of Labor to carry out the func- 
tions of the Secretary of Labor under the 
labor standards provisions of the Davis- 
Bacon Act and related statutes and gen- 
erally to interpret, administer, and apply 
such statutes, except with regard to the 
functions assigned to the Administrator 
of the Wage and Hour and Public Con- 
tracts Divisions of the Department of 
Labor. The Solicitor’s authority and re- 
sponsibility include: (1) Determining 
wage rates as authorized under such 
statutes and resolving conformable rate 
questions arising under contracts subject 
to such statutes; (2) performing the en- 
forcement functions of the Secretary of 
Labor; (3) interpreting such statutes; 
and (4) granting or revoking such varia- 
tions, tolerances and exemptions as are 
authorized by any of such statutes with 
regard to construction work. The order 
delegates authority and assigns respon- 
sibility to the Administrator of the Wage 
and Hour and Public Contracts Divisions 
subject to the supervision of the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Labor Management 
Relations, certain functions including: 
(1) To conduct investigations with re- 
spect to compliance and enforcement of 
the labor standards provisions of the 
Davis-Bacon Act and related statutes 
and coordinate the enforcement activ- 
ities of the contracting agencies; (2) to 
grant or revoke such variations, toler- 
ances, and exemptions as are authorized 
by any of such statutes with regard to 
nonconstruction work; and (3) to ap- 
prove or disapprove recommendations of 
the contracting agencies concerning 
relief from liquidated damages. 

Interested persons may submit written 
data, views, or argument concerning the 
proposed amendments within 30 days of 
the publication of this document in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. Such submissions may 
be filed with the Administrator of the 
Wage and Hour and Public Contracts 
Divisions, U.S. Department of Labor, 14th 
Street and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20210. 


1. In 29 CFR 5.6, it is proposed to re- 
vise subparagraph (1) of paragraph (c) 
to read as follows: 

§ 5.6 Enforcement. 
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(c) (1) Whenever as a result of an 
investigation conducted by the Agency 
or the Department of Labor, the Deputy 
Administrator of the Wage and Hour 
and Public Contracts Divisions, Depart- 
ment of Labor, finds reasonable cause to 
believe that a contractor or subcontractor 
has committed willful or aggravated vio- 
lations of the labor standards provisions 
of any of the statutes listed in §5.1 
(other than the Davis-Bacon Act), or 
has committed violations of the Davis- 
Bacon Act which constitute a disregard 
of its obligations to employees or subcon- 
tractors under section 3(a) thereof, he 
shall promptly notify by registered or 
certified mail the contractor or subcon- 
tractor and its responsible officers, if 
any (and any firms in which the con- 
tractor or subcontractor are known to 
have a substantial interest) , of the find- 
ing and afford such contractor or sub- 
contractor and any other parties notified 
an opportunity to present such reasons 
or considerations as they have to offer 
relating to why debarment action should 
not be taken under paragraph (b) of this 
section or section 3(a) of the Davis- 
Bacon Act. The Deputy Administrator 
shall furnish to those notified a sum- 
mary of the investigative findings, and 
shall make available to them any infor- 
mation disclosed by the investigation 
which is not privileged or found con- 
fidential for good cause. If this oppor- 
tunity is requested, an informal proceed- 
ing shall be held before a hearing 
examiner, a regional director of the Wage 
and Hour and Public Contracts Divisions, 
or any other Departmental officer of ap- 
propriate ability. At the conclusion of 
the informal proceeding, the presiding 
officer shall issue his decision which shall 
be served by registered or certified mail 
upon the interested parties. 


2. In 29 CFR 5.8, it is proposed to re- 
vise paragraph (b) to read as follows: 


§ 5.8 Review of recommendations for an 
appropriate adjustment in liquidated 
damages under the Contract Work 
Hours Standards Act. 


. * 7 > a 


(b) The recommendations of the head 
of an agency submitted to the Depart- 
ment of Labor under paragraph (a) of 
this section shall be reviewed initially 
by the Deputy Administrator of the 
Wage and Hour and Public Contracts Di- 
visions. Whenever the Deputy Adminis- 
trator concurs in the findings and recom- 
mendations of the head of the agency, 
he shall issue an order to that effect, 
which shall be the final action of the 
Department of Labor with respect to the 
issues involved. Whenever the Deputy 
Administrator makes findings differing 
from those of the head of the agency, 
his decision shall be transmitted forth- 
with to the Administrator of the Wage 
and Hour and Public Contracts Divisions 
for review. The Administrator shall is- 
sue a decision and order. In its discretion, 
the Wage Appeals Board may review the 
decision and order of the Administrator. 
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3. In 29 CFR 7.1, it is proposed to re- 
vise paragraph (b) to read as follows: 


§ 7.1 Purpose and scope. 


. * * * . 


(b) The Board has jurisdiction to 
decide, in its discretion, appeals con- 
cerning questions of law and fact from 
decisions of the Solicitor of Labor or of 
the Administrator of the Wage and Hour 
and Public Contracts Divisions of the 
Department of Labor with regard to the 
following: 

(1) Wage determinations issued under 
the Davis-Bacon Act and its related min- 
imum wage statutes; 

(2) debarment cases arising under 
Part 5 of this subtitle; 

(3) controversies concerning the pay- 
ment of prevailing wage rates or proper 
classifications which involve significant 
sums of money, large groups of employ- 
ees, or novel or unusual situations; and 

(4) recommendations of a Federal 
agency for appropriate adjustment of 
liquidated damages which are assessed 
under the Contract Work Hours Stand- 
ards Act. 


* * + * + 


4. Section 7.9 of 29 CFR Part 7 is pro- 
posed to be revised to read as follows: 


§ 7.9 Review of debarment and liqui- 
dated damages proceedings. 


(a) In any proceedings held under 
§ 5.6(c), 5.6(d), or 5.8(b), of this subtitle 
for review of debarment (including re- 
moval from debarment) cases and liqui- 
dated damages cases, any party may file 
with the Wage Appeals Board, within a 
reasonable time after the decision by the 
Solicitor of Labor or the Administrator 
of the Wage and Hour and Public Con- 
tracts Divisions of the Department of 
Labor, as the case may be, a petition for 
review. 

(b) The petition shall state concisely 
the points relied upon, and shall be ac- 
companied by a statement setting forth 
supporting reasons. Further, the petition 
shall indicate whether or not the peti- 
tioner consents to the disposition of the 
questions involved by a single member. 

(c) A copy of- the presentation shall 
be served personally or by mail upon the 
Solicitor of Labor or the Administrator 
of the Wage and Hour and Public Con- 
tracts Divisions of the Department of La- 
bor, as the case may be. Upon receipt of 
such a copy, the Solicitor or the Admin- 
istrator shall transmit to the Board the 
record of proceedings. 

(d) In his discretion or at the request 
of the Board the Solicitor of Labor or 
the Administrator of the Wage and Hour 
and Public Contracts Divisions of the 
Department of Labor, as the case may be, 
Shall file with the Board an expression 


- of his views concerning the points raised 


in the petition. When the Wage Appeals 
Board in its discretion reviews a decision 
of the Solicitor or the Administrator it 
shall pass upon the points raised in the 
petition upon the basis of the entire 
record before it, and shall notify the 
parties to the proceeding of its decision. 
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5. In 29 CFR 7.10, the section heading 
is proposed to be revised to .read as 
follows: 


§ 7.10 Review of decisions of the Solici- 
tor of Labor other than those in wage 
determination and debarment pro- 
ceedings. 


* e . * * 


6. In 29 CFR 17.14, paragraph (c) is 
proposed to be revised to read as follows: 


§ 7.14 Oral proceedings. 


* * “ * « 


(c) Inits discretion the Board miay re- 
mand any case to the Solicitor of Labor 
or to the Administrator of the Wage 
and Hour and Public Contracts Divisions 
of the Department of Labor, as appropri- 
ate, for further proceedings. 

(Reorg. Plan No. 14 of 1950, 64 Stat. 1267; 5 
U.S.C. 301; sec. 2, 48 Stat. 948, as amended; 


40 U.S.C. 276c; secs. 104, 105, 76 Stat. 358, 
359; 40 U.S.C. 330, 331) 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 25th 
day of March 1968. 
WILLARD WIRTZ, 
Secretary of Labor. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3734; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 





[29 CFR Part 61] 


EMPLOYMENT OF ALIEN 
COMMUTERS 


In order to implement responsibility 
conferred upon the Department of Labor 
by the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service of the Department of Justice as 
quoted in §61.1(a) of regulations set 
forth herein, I hereby propose to amend 
subtitle A of Title 29 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations by establishing a 
new Part 61 to read as set forth below. 

Any person interested in this pro- 
posal may file a written statement of 
data, views, or argument regarding it 
with the Secretary of Labor, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Labor, Washington, D.C., 20210, 
within 15 days after this notice is pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

The new 29 CFR Part 61 would read as 
follows: 


PART 61—EMPLOYMENT OF ALIEN 
COMMUTERS 
Sec. 


61.1 Purpose and scope. 

61.2 Request for determination of existence 
of dispute. 

61.3 Determination. 

61.4 Revocation. 

61.5 Administrative review. 


AvuTHorITy: The provisions of this Part 61 
issued under 8 CFR 211.1; 32 F.R. 8378; 8 
U.S.C. 1103. 


§ 61.1 Purpose and scope. 


(a) Regulations of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service of the De- 
partment of Justice (8 CFR 211.1) pro- 
vide: 


When the Secretary of Labor determines 
and announces that a labor dispute involv- 
ing a work stoppage or layoff of employees is 
in progress at a named place of employment, 
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Form I-151 shall be invalid when presented 
in lieu of an immigrant visa or reentry per- 
mit by an alien who has departed for and 
seeks reentry from any foreign place and who, 
prior to his departure or during his tem- 
porary absence abroad has in any manner 
entered into an arrangement to return to the 
United States for the primary purpose, or 
seeks reentry with the intention, of accepting 
employment at the place where the Secre- 
tary of Labor has determined that a labor 
dispute exists, or of continuing employment 
which commenced at such place subsequent 
to the date of the Secretary of Labor's 
determination. 


(b) This part contains the procedure 
that will be utilized in the issuance and 
revocation of determinations of the ex- 
istence of such labor disputes. 

(c) The Administrator of the Bureau 
of Employment Security of the Depart- 
ment of Labor is authorized to perform 
the functions of the Secretary of Labor 
as set forth in paragraph (a) of this 
section. 


§ 61.2 Request for determination of ex- 
istence of dispute. 


(a) A request for the issuance of a 
determination pursuant to 8 CFR 211.1 
may be made orally or in writing either 
by letter or telegram by any person or 
organization to the Regional Adminis- 
trator of the region in which a labor 
dispute is in progress, the nearest State 
Employment Office, or the Administrator 
of the Bureau of Employment Security, 
U.S. Department of Labor, 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20210. 

(b) The person or organization mak- 
ing the request should supply as much of 
the following information as possible 
concerning the labor dispute; 

(1) The name, address, and telephone 
number of the employer involved, and 
the location of the workplaces involved; 

(2) The original date and present 
place of the work stoppage or layoff and 
the number of employees involved; 

(3) The identity of the labor union 
involved, if any; and 

(4) The name, address, and telephone 
number of the person or organization 
requesting the issuance of a determina- 
tion pursuant to 8 CFR 211.1. 


§ 61.3 Determination. 


(a) The Regional Administrator will 
give the employer an opportunity to 
comment on the facts alleged in the re- 
quest, and after considering such other 
information as may be needed and avail- 
able, he will recommend that the Admin- 
istrator of the Bureau of Employment 
Security determine and announce the 
existence of a labor dispute of the type 
referred to in 8 CFR 211.1 or that the 
request be dismissed. 

(b) Upon receipt of the recommenda- 
tion of the Regional Administrator, the 
Administrator of the Bureau of Employ- 
ment Security will issue a determination 
announcing the existence of a labor dis- 
pute of the type referred to in 8 CFR 
211.1, or he may dismiss the matter, or 
request further information. 








§ 61.4 Revocation. 


(a) Every determination made pur- 
suant to this part shall be reviewed 
frequently by the Regional Administra- 
tor. If such review reveals that a labor 
dispute of the type referred to in 8 CFR 
211.1 no longer exists, he shall notify the 
Administrator who will revoke the deter- 
mination if the Administrator reaches a 
similar conclusion. 

(b) Interested persons may at any 
time petition the Regional Administra- 
tor for the revocation of a determina- 
tion. Such petitions may be supported 
by any information the petitioner may 
wish to have considered. Upon receipt of 
such petition the Regional Administra- 
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tor shall give all parties involved an op- 
portunity to comment on it. After re- 
viewing the issue, the Regional Admin- 
istrator will notify the Administrator of 
his findings and recommendations. The 
Administrator will revoke the deter- 
mination if he is satisfied that the in- 
formation warrants such action. 

(c) Upon the issuance of a revocation 
or the denial of a petition for such re- 
vocation the Administrator will notify 
all parties concerned of his action. 


§ 61.5 Administrative review. 
Any person aggrieved by a decision of 
the Administrator of the Bureau of Em- 


ployment Security under § 61.3 or § 61.4 
may petition the Assistant Secretary of 


Labor for Manpower for review of the 
decision by writing to the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Manpower, U.S. Department 
of Labor, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20210. 
The Assistant Secretary may affirm, 
modify, or reverse the decision or vacate 
it pending further investigation, but the 
petition for review will not affect 
or delay a determination of the 
Administrator. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of March 1968. 


WILLARD WIRTZ, 
Secretary of Labor. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3696; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Office of the Secretary 
[Antidumping—ATS 643.3-G] 


PIG IRON FROM CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
Notice of Tentative Determination 


Information was received on January 
31, 1967, that pig iron imported from 
Czechoslovakia was being sold at less 
than fair value within the meaning of the 
Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 160 et seq.). This information was 
the subject of an “Antidumping Proceed- 
ing Notice’ which was published pur- 
suant to § 14.6(d), Customs Regulations 
(19 CFR 14.6(d)), in the FEDERAL REc- 
ISTER Of February 15, 1967, on page 2901 
thereof. 

On February 21, 1967, the Commis- 
sioner of Customs issued a withholding 
of appraisement notice with respect to 
such merchandise which was published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER dated February 
28, 1967. 

I hereby make a tentative determina- 
tion that pig iron from Czechoslovakia 
is being, or likely to be, sold at less than 
fair value within the meaning of section 
201(a) of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)). 

Statement of reasons on which this 
tentative determination is based. It was 
determined that the appropriate com- 
parison for fair value purposes is between 
purchase price and constructed value. 

Purchase price was based on the in- 
voice price less known included f.o.b. 
charges to the seaport. 

Inasmuch as the merchandise under 
consideration was produced in a state- 
controlled-economy country, constructed 
value was based on the exfactory prices 
at which similar merchandise was sold 
for home consumption in a free-economy 
country. The country chosen for this 
purpose was Italy. The choice was made 
after full consideration of all available 
data regarding sales for home consump- 
tion in a number of European countries. 

The constructed value was arrived at 
by adjusting for both quantity involved 
and for a cash discount of 2 percent 
granted to purchasers in Italy. The im- 
ported quantities are approximately the 
same as those sold in Italy for which 
a 4 percent quantity allowance is granted. 

The pig iron sold for export to the 
United States and the similar pig iron 
sold for home consumption in the free- 
economy country are standard grade 
basic and foundry pig iron. Accordingly, 
no adjustment was necessary in this con- 
nection. 


The purchase price was lower than the 
constructed value. 

Such written submissions as interested 
parties may care to make with respect 
to the contemplated action will be given 


Notices 


appropriate consideration by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

If any person believes that any infor- 
mation obtained by the Bureau of Cus- 
toms in the course of this antidumping 
proceeding is inaccurate or that for any 
other reason the tentative determination 
is in error, he may request in writing that 
the Secretary of the Treasury afford him 
an opportunity to present his views in 
this regard. 

Any such written submissions or re- 
quests should be addressed to the Com- 
missioner of Customs, 2100 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20226, in time to be 
received by his office not later than 30 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

This tentative determination and the 
statement of reasons therefor are pub- 
lished pursuant to § 14.8(a) of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 14.8(a)). 


JOSEPH M. BowMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


Marcu 21, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3713; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





[Antidumping—ATS 643.3-G] 
PIG IRON FROM EAST GERMANY 
Notice of Tentative Determination 


Information was received on June 6, 
1966, that pig iron imported from East 
Germany was being sold at less than fair 
value within the meaning of the Anti- 
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 160 et seq.). This information was 
the subject of an “Antidumping Pro- 
ceeding Notice’ which was published 
pursuant to § 14.6(d), Customs Regula- 
tions (19 CFR 14.6(d)), in the FEepErRaAL 
ReEGIsTEeR of August 31, 1966, on page 
11495 thereof. 

On January 20, 1967, the Commissioner 
of Customs issued a withholding of ap- 
praisement notice with respect to such 
merchandise which was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER dated January 26, 1967. 

I hereby make a tentative determina- 
tion that pig iron from East Germany is 
being, or is likely to be, sold at less than 
fair value within the meaning of section 
201(a) of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)). 

Statement of reasons on which this 
tentative determination is based. It was 
determined that the appropriate com- 
parison for fair value purposes is be- 
tween purchase price and constructed 
value. 

Purchase price was based on the f.o.b. 
seaport price. There was no information 
concerning the included charges. Ac- 
cordingly, there was no deduction from 
such price. 

Inasmuch as the merchchandise under 
consideration was produced in a state- 
controlled-economy country, constructed 






FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 61—THURSDAY, MARCH 





value was based on the exfactory prices 
at which similar merchandise was sold 
for home consumption in a free-economy 
country. The country chosen for this 
purpose was Italy. The choice was made 
after full consideration of all available 
data regarding sales for home consump- 
tion in a number of European countries. 

The constructed value was arrived at 
by adjusting for both quantity involved 
and for a cash discount of 2 percent 
granted to purchasers in Italy. The im- 
ported quantities are approximately the 
same as those sold in Italy for which a 
4 percent quantity allowance is granted. 

The pig iron sold for export to the 
United States and the similar pig iron 
sold for home consumption in the free- 
economy country are standard grade 
basic and foundry pig iron with the ex- 
ception of some shipments of low-carbon 
foundry. Accordingly, no adjustment was 
necessary in this connection except for 
the low-carbon foundry pig iron for 
which an appropriate adjustment was 
made. 

The purchase price was lower than 
the constructed value. 

Such written submissions as interested 
parties may care to make with respect 
to the contemplated action will be given 
appropriate consideration by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

If any person believes that any in- 
formation obtained by the Bureau of 
Customs in the course of this antidump- 
ing proceeding is inaccurate or that for 
any other reason the tentative deter- 
mination is in error, he may request in 
writing that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury afford him an opportunity to present 
his views in this regard. 

Any such written submissions or re- 
quests should be addressed to the Com- 
missioner of Customs, 2100 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20226, in time to be 
received by his office not later than 30 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

This tentative determination and the 
statement of reasons therefor are pub- 
lished pursuant to § 14.8(a) of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 14.8(a)). 


JOSEPH M. BOwMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
Marcu 21, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3714; Filed, Mar. 27, 
8:48 a.m.] 
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[Antidumping—ATS 643.3-G] 
PIG IRON FROM ROMANIA 
Notice of Tentative Determination 


Information was received on January 
19, 1967, that pig iron imported from 
Romania was being sold at less than fair 
value within the meaning of the Anti- 
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19 
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U.S.C. 160 et seq.) . This information was 
the subject of an “Antidumping Proceed- 
ing Notice” which was published pur- 
suant to § 14.6(d), Customs Regulations 
(19 CFR 14.6(d)), in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER of March 1, 1967, on page 3404 
thereof. 

On March 3, 1967, the Acting Commis- 
sioner of Customs issued a withholding 
of appraisement notice with respect to 
such merchandise which was published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER dated March 10, 
1967. 

I hereby make a tentative determina- 
tion that pig iron from Romania is be- 
ing, or is likely to be, sold at less than fair 
value within the meaning of section 201 
(a) of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)). 

Statement of reasons on which this 
tentative determination is based. It was 
determined that the appropriate com- 
parison for fair value purposes is between 
purchase price and constructed value. 

Purchase price was based on the f.o.b. 
seaport price. There was no information 
concerning the included charges. Ac- 
cordingly, there was no deduction from 
such price. , 

Inasmuch as the merchandise under 
consideration was produced in a state- 
controlled-economy country, constructed 
value was based on the ex-factory prices 
at which similar merchandise was sold 
for home consumption in a free-economy 
country. The country chosen for this 
purpose was Italy. The choice was made 
after full consideration of all available 
data regarding sales for home consump- 
tion in a number of European countries. 

The constructed value was arrived at 
by adjusting for both quantity involved 
and for a cash discount of 2 percent 
granted to purchasers in Italy. The im- 
ported quantities are approximately the 
same as those sold in Italy for which a 
4 percent quantity allowance is granted. 

The pig iron sold for export to the 
United States and the similar pig iron 
sold for home consumption in the free- 
economy country are standard grade 
basic and foundry pig iron. Accord- 
ingly, no adjustment was necessary in 
this connection. 

The purchase price was lower than the 
constructed value. 


Such written submissions as interested 
parties may care to make with respect 
to the contemplated action will be given 
appropriate consideration by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 


If any person believes that any infor- 
mation obtained by the Bureau of 
Customs in the course of this antidump- 
ing proceeding is inaccurate or that for 
any other reason the tentative deter- 
mination is in error, he may request in 
writing that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury afford him an opportunity to present 
his views in this regard. 

Any such written submissions or re- 
quests should be addressed to the Com- 
missioner of Customs, 2100 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20226, in time to be 
received by his office not later than 30 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
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This tentative determination and the 
statement of reasons therefor are pub- 
lished pursuant to § 14.8(a) of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 14.8(a)). 


JOSEPH M. BOWMAN, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 
MakcH 21, 1968. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3715; Filed, Mar. 
8:48 a.m.] 
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[Antidumping—ATS 643.3-G] 
PIG IRON FROM THE U:S.S.R. 
Notice of Tentative Determination 


Information was received on Septem- 
ber 1, 1966, that pig iron imported from 
the U.S.S.R. was being sold at less than 
fair value within the meaning of the 
Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 160 et seq.). This information 
was the subject of an “Antidumping 
Proceeding Notice’”’ which was published 
pursuant to § 14.6(d), Customs Regula- 
tions (19 CFR 14.6(d)), in the FEepERAL 
REGIsTER of October 1, 1966, on page 
12851 thereof. 

On January 20, 1967, the Commissioner 
of Customs issued a withholding of 
appraisement notice with respect to 
such merchandise which was published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER dated Janu- 
ary 26, 1967. 

I hereby make a tentative determina- 
tion that pig iron from the U.SS.R. is 
being, or likely to be, sold at less than 
fair value within the meaning of sec- 
tion 201(a) of the Antidumping Act, 
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)). 

Statement of reasons on which this 
tentative determination is based. It was 
determined that the appropriate com- 
parison for fair value purposes is 
between purchase price and constructed 
value. 

Purchase price was based on the f.o.b. 
seaport price. There was no information 
concerning the included’ charges. 
Accordingly, there was no deduction 
from such price. 

Inasmuch as the merchandise under 
consideration was produced in a 
state-controlled-economy country, con- 
structed value was based on the ex- 
factory prices at which similar mer- 
chandise was sold for home consumption 
in a free-economy country. The country 
chosen for this purpose was Italy. The 
choice was made after full consideration 
of all available data regarding sales for 
home consumption in a number of 
European countries. 

The constructed value was arrived at 
by adjusting for both quantity involved 
and for a cash discount of 2 percent 
granted to purchasers in Italy. The 
imported quantities are approximately 
the same as those sold in Italy for which 
a 4 percent quantity allowance is 
granted. 

The pig iron sold for export to the 
United States and the similar pig iron 
sold for home consumption in the free- 
economy country are standard grade 
basic and foundry pig iron. Accordingly, 
no adjustment was necessary in this 
connection. 


The purchase price was lower than the 
constructed value. 

Such written submissions as interested 
parties may care to make with respect 
to the contemplated action will be given 
appropriate consideration by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

If any person believes that any infor- 
mation obtained by the Bureau of Cus- 
toms in the course of this antidumping 
proceeding is inaccurate or that for any 
other reason the tentative determination 
is in error, he may request in writing that 
the Secretary of the Treasury afford him 
an opportunity to present his views in 
this regard. 

Any such written submissions or re- 
quests should be addressed to the Com- 
missioner of Customs, 2100 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20226, in time to be 
received by his office not later than 30 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the FeDERAL REGISTER. 

This tentative determination and the 
statement of reasons therefor are pub- 
lished pursuant to § 14.8(a) of the Cus- 
toms Regulations (19 CFR 14.8(a)). 


JOSEPH M. BOWMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


Marcu 21, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3716; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
COLORADO 


Notice of Amendment to Proposed 


Withdrawal 
Lands 


and Reservation of 


Marcu 21, 1968. 

The Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife of the Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior, has filed an 
application, serial number Colorado 1661, 
for the withdrawal of the lands described 
below, from all forms of appropriation 
under the public land laws, including the 
general mining laws but not the mineral 
leasing laws. 

The applicant desires the lands for 
use as part of the Browns Park National 
Wildlife Refuge, the initial proposed 
withdrawal for which was published in 
the FepERAL REGISTER of April 27, 1967. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior, Col- 
orado Land Office, Room 15019, Federal 
Building, 1961 Stout Street, Denver, Colo. 
80202. 

The Department’s regulations (43 CFR 
2311.1-3(c)) provide that the author- 
ized officer of the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement will undertake such investiga- 
tions as are necessary to determine the 
existing and potential demand for the 
lands end their resources. He will also 
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undertake negotiations with the appli- 
cant agency with the view of adjusting 
the application to reduce the area to the 
minimum essential to meet the appli- 
cant’s needs, to provide for the maximum 
concurrent utilization of the lands for 
purposes other than the applicant’s, to 
eliminate lands needed for purposes more 
essential than the applicant’s, and to 
reach agreement on the concurrent man- 
agement of the lands and their resources. 

The authorized officer will also prepare 
a report for consideration by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior who will determine 
whether or not the lands will be with- 
drawn as requested by the applicant 
agency. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
FepERAL REGIsTer. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

SrxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 
T.10N., R. 103 W., 
Sec. 6, lots 10 to 14, inclusive, 18, 25, 28; 
Sec. 7, lot 9. 
T.11N., R. 103 W., 
Sec. 30, lot 8; 
Sec. 31, lots 5, 6, 12, 16, NEYNW%. 
T.10N., R. 104 W., 


Sec. 1, lots 5, 13, 20 to 24, inclusive, 26, 28, 
31. 
T.11N.,R. 104 W,, 
Sec. 25, lot 28; 
Sec. 36, lots 16, 19, 26. 


Total area to be withdrawn is approxi- 
mately 641 acres. 
J. ELLIotT HALL, 
Land Office Manager. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3690; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Serial No. M 7991] 
MONTANA 


Notice of Proposed Classification of 
Public Lands for Multiple-Use Man- 
agement 

MARCH 22, 1968. 

1. Pursuant to the Act of September 
19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1411-18) and to the 
regulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 and 
2411, it is proposed to classify for mul- 
tiple-use management the public lands 
within the areas described below, to- 
gether with any lands therein which may 
become public lands in the future. As 
used herein, “public lands” means any 
lands withdrawn or reserved by Execu- 
tive Order No. 6910 of November 26, 
1934, as amended, or within a grazing 
district established pursuant to the Act 
of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as 
amended, which are not otherwise with- 
drawn or reserved for a Federal use or 
purpose, 

2. Publication of this notice has the 
effect of segregating the lands described 
in paragraphs 3 and 4 from (a) appro- 
priation only under the agricultural land 
laws (43 U.S.C. Parts 7 and 9; 25 U.S.C. 
sec. 334); from sales under section 2455 
of the Revised Statutes (43 U.S.C. 1171); 
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and (b) of further segregating the lands 
described in paragraph 4 of this notice 
from operation of the general mining 
laws (30 U.S.C. 21). Except as provided 
in (a) and (b) above, the lands shall 
remain open to all other;applicable forms 
of appropriation including the mining 
and mineral leasing laws. 


3. The public lands are located within 
Carbon County and are shown on maps 
on file in the Billings District Office, 
Billings, Mont., and on maps and plats in 
the Land Office, Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, 316 North 26th Street, Billings, 
Mont. 


The overall description of the area is 
as follows: 


PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, MONTANA 
CARBON COUNTY 


T.25S., R. 22 E., 
Sec. 34, lot 5; 
Sec. 35, lots 6 to 9 inclusive; 
Sec. 36, lots 5 and 6. 
T.2S., R. 23 E.; 
Sec. 34, lot 3; 
Sec. 35, lots 5 and 6; 
Sec. 36, lots 5 to 8, inclusive, SE4SW%, 
NE4SE\%4,8'%2SE. 
T.2S.,R.24E., 

Sec. 20, lot 4; 

Sec. 29, lots 3 to 6, inclusive, E1‘,NE%, 
NEY4SW'%4,S4,SWi\%4, SE; 

Sec. 30, lot 7; 

Sec. 31, lots 2 to 7, inclusive, S1ZNE\%4, 
SEYNW'\%4, EY%SW\%, SEX; 

Sec. 32, lots 1 to 3, inclusive, N42, SW%, 
NWSE. 

T.38S., R. 21 E., 

Sec. 10, lots 6 to 9, inclusive; 

Sec. 11, lots 5 to 8, inclusive; 

Sec. 12, lots 7, 12, and 13; 

Secs. 13 to 15, inclusive. 

T.38., R. 22 E., 

Secs. 1 and 2; 

Sec. 3, lots 2 to 5, inclusive, S1,NE%, 
SEYNW%4,S8%; 

Sec. 4, lots 7 to 11, inclusive, SE%4; 

Sec. 5, lot 8; 

Sec. 7, lots 7 to 10, inclusive; 

Sec. 8, lots 3 to 5, inclusive, NE4,NE%, 
S14,4NE\4, NEY4SWY%, SSW, SE; 

Secs. 9 to 12, inclusive; 

Sec. 18. 

T.35S., R. 23 E., 

Secs. 1 and 2; 

Sec. 3, lots 1 to 3, inclusive, lots 5 to 8, 
inclusive, lots 10 to 13, inclusive, 
SE4,SW'\%4, NE4SE%4, S,SE%4; 

Sec. 4, lots 5 to 9 inclusive; 

Sec. 5, lots 5 to 8, inclusive, SW'14SW'4; 

Sec. 6, lots 5 to 8, inclusive, 81284; 

Secs. 7 to 13, inclusive; 

Secs. 24 and 25; 

Sec. 36. 

T.35S.,R.24E., 

Sec. 5, lots 3 to 6, inclusive, lots 9 to 11, 
inclusive, SW44NW\%, NWSW; 

Secs. 6 and 7; 

Sec. 8, lots 2 and 3; 

Secs. 18 and 19; 

Secs. 28 to 33, inclusive. 

T.458S., R. 23 E., 

Secs. 1 and 2; 

Secs. 11 to 14, inclusive; 

Secs. 23 to 27, inclusive; 

Secs. 34 to 36, inclusive. 

T.45S.,R. 24E. 


T.45S., R. 25 E., 
Sec. 28, lot 4; 
Sec 29, lots 4 to 6, inclusive, NE\4,NE\, 
WY,NE%, NW%, N“SWY, SW4SWY,; 
Sec. 30; 
Sec. 31, lots 3 to 21, inclusive, NE'4; 
Sec. 32, lots 4 and 5. 
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T.5S., R. 22 E., 
Sec. 13; 
Secs. 24 and 25; 
Sec. 36. 

T.5S., R. 23 E., 
Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive; 
Secs. 9 to 36, inclusive. 

T.5S., R.24E. 

T.55S.,R. 25 E., 
Sec. 6, lots 6 to 17, inclusive; 
Sec 7, lots 5 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 18, lots 5 to 12, inclusive; 
Sec. 19, lots 5 to 12, inclusive; 
Sec. 30, lots 11 to 14, inclusive; 
Sec. 31, lots 14 and 15. 
T.65S.,R.22E., 
Secs. 19 to 36, inclusive. 
T.6S., Rs. 23 and 24 E. 
T.6S., R. 25 E., 
Sec. 6, lots 1 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 7, lots 1 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 18, lots 1 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 19, lots 1 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 30, lots 1 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 31, lots 1 to 16, inclusive. 
T.7S., Rs. 21 to 24 E., inclusive. 
T.75S., R. 25 E., 
Secs. 6 and 7; 
Secs. 18 and 19; g 
Sec. 20, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S14N'%4, S\%4; 
Sec. 21, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S4.N%, 8%; 
Sec. 22, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S44.N%, S\%4; 
Sec. 23, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S4.N%, Si; 
Sec. 24, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S142N%, S%4; 
Secs. 27 to 34, inclusive. 
T.75S.,R. 28 E., 
Sec. 13, lots 5 to 8, inclusive; 
Sec. 14, lots 5 to 8, inclusive; 
Sec. 15, lots 5 to 8, inclusive; 
Sec. 16, lots 5 to 8, inclusive; 
Sec. 17, lots 5 to 8, inclusive; 
Sec. 18, lots 7 to 10, inclusive; 
Secs. 19 to 30, inclusive; 
Secs. 32 to 36, inclusive. 
T.75S.,R.29E., 
Sec. 17, lots 1 to 4, inclusive; 
Sec. 18, lots 1 to 4, inclusive; 
Secs. 19 and 20; 
Secs. 29 to 31, inclusive; 
Sec. 32, N14. 
T.8S., R.25E., 
Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive; 
Secs. 9 to 15, inclusive; 
Sec. 22, N%4; 
Secs. 23 to 26, inclusive; 
Secs. 35 and 36. 
T. 8 S., Rs. 21 to 24 E., inclusive. 
T.8S., R. 25 E., 
Secs. 3 to 10, inclusive; 
Secs. 14 to 36, inclusive. 
T. 8 &S., R. 26 E., 
Secs. 31 and 32. 
T.8S.,R.28E., 
Secs. 1 to 5, inclusive; 
Sec. 6 lot 1, SE4.NE\%4, E%4SE\4; 
Sec. 7, EYE; 
Secs. 8 to 12, inclusive; 
Secs. 16 and 17; 
Sec. 18, EYE; 
Sec. 19, EYE; 
Sec. 20; 
Sec. 29; 
Sec. 30, E14,E4; 
Sec. 31, EXE; 
Sec. 32. 
T. 8 S., R. 29 E., 
Sec. 5, Wi4; 
Secs. 6 and 7. 
T. 9 S., R. 20 E., 
Secs. 1 and 2; 
Secs. 11 to 14, inclusive; 
Secs. 23 to 26, inclusive; 
Sec. 35, lots 1 to 4, inclusive; 
Sec. 36, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, 
T.9S., Rs. 21 to 27 E., inclusive, 
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T.9S.,R. 28 E., 
Sec. 4,W4; 
Secs. 5 to 8, inclusive; 
Sec. 9, W%, WYRE; 
Sec. 15, SWY%4SW,; 
Secs. 16 to 21, inclusive; 
Sec. 22, W14ANW%, SW; 
Sec. 27, W'2; 
Secs. 28 to 33, inclusive; 
Sec. 34, lots 1 and 2, 

NW, NYSW',. 
T. 10 S., Rs. 22 and 27 E. 


The public lands in the area described 
aggregate approximately 205,719.95 acres. 

4. As provided in paragraph 2 above, 
the following lands are further segre- 
gated from appropriation under the 
mining laws: 


lots 7 and 8, 


PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, MONTANA 
CARBON COUNTY 


T. 8 S., R. 24 E., 
Sec. 29, E44SW%4, SE. 
T.8 S., R. 28 E., 
Sec. 4, SWY4NW%, W,SW%, SEYSW; 
SW'4SE%4; 
Sec. 5, lots 8 and 4, S4ZN%, 8%; 
Sec. 6, lot 1, SEY4,NE\4, E42SE\%4; 
Sec. 7, EYE; 
Secs. 8 and 9; , 
Sec. 10, NWYNW%, SYANWY,, SW; 
Secs. 16 and 17; 
Sec. 18, EYE; 
Sec. 19, E1ZE%; 
Sec. 20; 
Sec. 29; 
Sec. 30, EYE; 
Sec. 31, EYE; 
Sec. 32. 
T.9 8., R. 26 E., 
Sec. 26, S14; 
Sec. 35, lots 1 to 3, inclusive, lots 6 to 
11, inclusive, NEY,, EY,.NW\4. 
T. 9 S., R. 27 E., 
Secs. 2 and 3; 
Secs. 10 and 11; 
Secs. 14 and 15. 


T. 9 S., R. 28 E., 
Sec. 4, W%; 
Sec. 5; 

Sec. 6, EXZE%; 
Sec. 8, EZ; 

Sec. 9; WYLEW, 
Sec. 16; 
Sec. 17, 
Sec. 20, 
Sec. 21, 
Sec. 22, 
Sec. 27, 
Sec. 28 
Sec. 


EYE; 


, Ey; 

33, lots 3 to 6, inclusive, NE, 
NYSE; 

Sec. 34, lots 1 and 2, lots 7 and 8, NW%, 
NY,SW,. 


The public lands in the areas described 
aggregate approximately 14,271.81 acres. 
5. For a period of sixty (60) days 
from the date of publication of this no- 
tice in the FEDERAL REGISTER, all persons 


who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed classification may present 
their views in writing to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
3021 Sixth Avenue North, Billings, 
Mont. 59101. 

6. A public hearing on the proposed 
classification will be held on May 8, 
1968, at 10 a.m., in the jury room of 
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the Carbon County Courthouse, Red 
Lodge, Mont. 
HAROLD TYSK, 
State Director. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3705; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Montana 8318] 
MONTANA 


Order Providing for Opening of 
Public Lands 


MakcH 21, 1968. 
1. In an exchange of lands made under 
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of 
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1272), as amended 
June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1976; 43 U.S.C. 
315g), the following lands have been 
reconveyed to the United States: 
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, MONTANA 
T.34N.,R.18E., 
Sec. 29, SE\%4; 
Sec. 32, NE4. 
T.31N.,R.29E., 
Sec. 22, NE%4; 
Sec. 23, NW. 


The area described contains 640 acres. 

2. The 320 acres of grazing land de- 
scribed above in T. 34 N., R. 18 E., are 
located approximately 6 miles north and 
west of Chinook, Mont., in Blaine 
County. The lands join a block of other 
Federal land. There is a spring located 
on the land which flows year round. 
Fifty acres are cultivated and fenced 
separately. 

The 320 acres of grazing land in T. 
31 N., R. 29 E., are in north Phillips 
County, approximately 7 miles north and 
west of Malta, Mont. The tract is joined 
on three sides by Federal land. It is 
fenced on all four sides. 

3. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirement of applicable law, the 
lands are hereby restored to the public 
domain status and open to application, 
petition, location, and selection. All valid 
applications received at or prior to April 
25, 1968, shall be considered as simul- 
taneously filed at that time. Those re- 
ceived thereafter shall be considered in 
the order of filing. 

4. The mineral rights is: the lands were 
not exchanged. Therefore, the mineral 
status of the lands are not affected by 
this order. 

5. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Land Office 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
Billings, Mont. 59101. 


EUGENE H. NEWELL, 
Land Office Manager. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3706; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[N-2114] 
NEVADA 
Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 


MarcuH 20, 1968. 


The Corps of Engineers on behalf of 
the Department of the Air Force has filed 


the above application for the withdrawal 
of the lands described below, from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining laws (30 
U.S.C. Ch. 2), and from leasing under 
the mineral leasing laws. 

The applicant desires the land to ex- 
tend the runway centerline of the Indian 
Springs Air Force Auxiliary Field. 


For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sug- 
gestions, or objections in connection 
with the proposed withdrawal may 
present their views in writing to the 
undersigned officer of the Bureau of 
Land Management, Department of the 
Interior, Room 3008, Federal Building, 
300 Booth Street, Reno, Nev. 89502. 


The Department’s regulations (43 CFR 
2311.1-3(c)) provide that the authorized 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment will undertake such investigations 
as are necessary to determine the ex- 
isting and potential demand for the lands 
and their resources. He will also under- 
take negotiations with the applicant 
agency with the view of adjusting the 
application to reduce the area to the min- 
imum essential to meet the applicant’s 
needs, to provi‘< for the maximum con- 
current utilization of the lands for pur- 
poses other than the applicant’s, to 
eliminate lands needed for purposes 
more essential than the applicant’s and 
to reach agreement on the concurrent 
management of the lands and their 
resources. 

The authorized officer will also prepare 
a report for consideration by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior who will determine 
whether or not the lands will be with- 
drawn as requested by the applicant 
agency. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEVADA 
T.165S.,R.54E., 

Sec. 1,N%; 

Sec. 2,N%4; 

Sec. 3,N%4; 

Sec. 4, NE. 

T.16S.,R.55E., 

Sec. 1,N%; 

Sec. 2,N%4; 

Sec. 3,N%%4; 

Sec. 4,N1%4; 

Sec.5,N%; 

Sec. 6,N%4. 

T.16S.,R. 55% E., 

Sec. 1,N%; 

Sec. 2,N%4. 


The areas described aggregates 3,631.19 
acres. 


RoLta E. CHANDLER, 
Land Office Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-3691; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 am.] 
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[Oregon 018317] 
OREGON 


Order Providing for Opening of 
Public Lands; Correction 


MarRCH 22, 1968. 
In F.R. Doc. 68-2333; and appearing at 
page 3393 of the issue for Tuesday, 
February 27, 1968, the following correc- 
tion should be made: The serial number 
appearing at the top of the document 
as “(OR 1757)” should read: (Oregon 

018317). 
Vircit O. SEISER, 
Chief, Branch of Lands. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-3692; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





[Oregon 015810] 
OREGON 


Order Providing for Opening of 
Public Lands; Correction 


MarCH 22, 1968. 


In FR. Doc. 68-573; filed January 16, 
1968, appearing at pages 594 and 595 of 
the issue for Wednesday, January 17, 
1968, the following correction should be 
made in paragraph 3: The sentence “All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10 a.m., shall be considered as simultane- 
ously filed at that time.” should read: 
All valid applications received at or prior 
to 10 a.m., on February 15, 1968, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at that 
time. 

Vircit O. SEISER, 
Chief, Branch of Lands. 
[F.R. Doc, 68-3693; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Serial No. U-4462] 
UTAH 


Notice of Proposed Classification of 
Public. Lands for Multiple-Use 
Management 


1. Pursuant to the Act of September 
19, 1964 (78 Stat. 986; 43 U.S.C. 1411-18), 
and to the regulations in Title 43 CFR, 
Parts 2410 and 2411, it is proposed to 
classify for multiple-use management 
the public lands within the area de- 
scribed below, together with any lands 
therein that may become public lands 
in the future. Publication of this notice 
has the effect of segregating the de- 
scribed lands from appropriation only 
under the agricultural land laws (43 
U.S.C., Parts 7 and 9; 25 U.S.C. sec. 
334), and from sales under section 2455 
of the Revised Statutes as amended (43 
U.S.C. 1171). The lands shall remain 
open to all other applicable forms of 
appropriation, including the mining and 
mineral leasing laws. As used herein, 
“Public lands” means any lands with- 
drawn or reserved by Executive Order 
No. 6910 of November 26, 1934, as 
amended, or within a grazing district 
established pursuant to the Act of June 
28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as amended, 
which are not otherwise withdrawn or 
reserved for a Federal use or purpose. 


NOTICES 


2. The lands proposed to be classified 
are those lands administered by the 
Bureau of Land Management, Cedar 
City District, within the following de- 
scribed area in Iron and small portions 
of southwest Beaver, west Garfield, and 
north Washington Counties. 


Sat LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH 


Beginning at a point at the southwest 
corner of sec. 31, T. 35 S., R. 9 W., SLM, 
thence north and east along the Dixie Na- 
tional Forest boundary to the southwest 
corner of sec. 6, T. 33 S., R. 5 W., SLM; 
thence easterly along the district boundary 
common to the Cedar City District and the 
Kanab District to the southeast corner of 
sec. 31, T. 32 S., R. 444 W., SLM; thence 
north 6 miles along the Dixie National For- 
est boundary to the northeast corner of sec. 
6, T. 32 S., R. 4144 W., SLM; thence west and 
north along the district boundary common 
to the Cedar City district and the Richfield 
district to the north quarter corner of sec. 
11, T. 31 S., R. 5 W., SLM; thence west along 
the Fishlake National Forest boundary to 
the northeast corner of sec. 4, T. 31 S., R. 
6 W., SLM; thence west and north along 
the boundary common to the Cedar City dis- 
trict and the Fillmore district to the north- 
west corner of lot 7, sec. 2, T. 27 S., R. 20 W., 
SLM; thence south along the Utah-Nevada 
State line to the southwest corner of lot 4, 
sec. 11, T. 36 S., R. 20 W., SLM; thence east 
and south along the Dixie National Forest 
boundary to a point where it intersects the 
southwest corner of sec. 3, T. 38 S., R. 13 W., 
SLM; thence east 4% mile; south 1 mile; east 


"1% miles; south %4 mile; east 1 mile; south 


1% mile; east 1 mile; north 4 mile; east 2 
miles to the Zion National Park boundary; 
thence north and east along the Zion Na- 
tional Park boundary to the east quarter 
corner of sec. 12, T. 38 S., R. 12 W., SLM; 
thence north 1 mile; east 1 mile; north 2 
miles; east 1 mile; north about 2 miles to 
the southwest corner of sec. 16, T. 37 S., R. 
11 W., SLM; thence east 2 miles; north about 
1% miles to the southwest corner of sec. 11, 
T. 37 S., R. 11 W., SLM; thence east 44 mile; 
north % mile; east 4 mile; north 4 mile 
west % mile; north 4 mile; east % mile 
which is the southeast corner of sec. 2, T. 37 
S., R. 11 W., SLM; thence north 1 mile; east 
1% miles; north 2% miles; east 1% miles; 
north 1% miles; east 1 mile; north 2 miles; 
east 3 miles to the point of beginning. 


The following parcels of public land 
that fall within the above described 
boundary are excluded from this classi- 
fication for retention. 


T.315S.,R. 12 W., SLM, 
All except sec. 35. 
T.315S.,R.13 W., SLM, 
All. 
T.328.,R.12 W., SLM, 
Sec. 6, SEY,SE%; 
Sec. 7, NWY4NW. 
T. 32 S.,R.13 W., SLM, 
All except: 
Sec. 13, EY; 
Sec. 24, all; 
Sec. 25, E\4. 
T.325S., R. 14 W., SLM, 
All that south of Union Pacific Railroad. 
T.325S., R. 16 W., SLM, 
Sec. 26, W142; 
Sec. 31, all; 
Sec. 34, W14; 
Sec. 35, all. 
T.33S.,R. 8 W., SLM, 
Sec. 3, N44; 
Sec. 4, SEY4,NE\%, SE; 
Sec. 9, NE%, EYNWY%, NEYSWY, E% 
SEY, NW4%4SE\,. 
T.335S.,R.9 W., SLM, 
Sec. 31, lots 6 and 7. 
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T.33S.,R.13 W., SLM, 
Sec. 6, W'4; 
Sec. 7, all; 
Sec. 30, NW4%44,SW%4,S8%4SW%; 
Sec. 31,SW\44NE\4, NW%4, EYSW44, SEX, 
T. 33 S., R. 14 W., SLM, 
All except: 
Sec. 13, NE%4; 
Sec. 24, NEY, NEY4NW\,. 
T.33 S., Rs 15 and 16 W., SLM, 
All. 
T.33S., R. 17 W., SLM, 
Sec. 1, NE; 
Sec. 22, W142; 
Sec. 23, W14; 
Sec. 34, W144; 
Sec. 35, W14. 
T.34S.,R. 9 W., SLM, 
Sec. 30, NW4NE\4, 
SW'4SW,; 
Sec. 31,W14NW4,NWY4SW. 
T.34S.,R. 10 W., SLM, 
Sec. 24,S14NE\%4, SE%; 
Sec. 25, E4. 
T.34S., R. 11 W., SLM, 
Sec. 10,E%%,EWWY; 
Sec. 15, N144NE%4%, SWY4NEY, SYNWY, 
SW%, WYSE; 
Sec. 22,N14,SE\%4; 
Sec. 23,SW%4; 
Sec. 31,8428. 
T. 34S., R. 13 W., SLM, 
Sec. 7, W142NW\,. 
T. 34S., R. 14 W., SLM, 
Sec. 3, all; 
Sec. 4,W'4; 
Sec. 5, E14, SEYANW%, SW; 
Sec. 6, SW'4; 
Sec. 7,W%%; 
Sec. 8, N4,N%4SW; 
Sec. 18, W44NE4, NW%, N4SWY%, NwW% 
SE. 
T.345S.,R. 15 W., SLM, 
Sec. 7,S14NE\4; 
Sec. 10, N\4; 


NW%, N%SWY, 


Sec. 17, NW. 
T. 345S., Rs 16 and 17 W., SLM, 
All. 


T.35S.,R.10 W., SLM, 

Sec. 4,W14E%4, SEYUSE\. 

T.35S., R. 11 W., SLM, 

Sec. 34, SW4Sw. 

T.35S.,R.12 W., SLM, 

Sec. 27, NEY,NE\. 

T.35S.,R. 15 W., SLM, 

All except secs. 24 and 25, 

T.35S., R. 16 W., SLM, 

All. 
T.35S., R. 17 W., SLM, 
Sec. 6, all; 
Sec. 11,NW%,; 
Sec. 14, NE; 
Sec. 23, NW4. 
T.36S.,R.11 W., SLM, 
Sec. 18,S1%4SE\4; 
Secs. 19 and 20, all; 
Sec. 21,N1%4,SW%4, W%4SE%; 
Sec. 28,W14NE%4,NW%, W%4SW%;; 
Sec. 29,N14, SE. 
T.36S.,R.12 W., SLM, 
Sec. 21, E%; 
Sec. 28, EZE%, NWY4,NE\; 
Sec. 30, SW144NWY%, SWY%4SW; 
Sec. 31,W%,; 
Sec. 33, E4ZE%; 
Sec. 34,Swy. 
T.37S., R. 12 W., SLM, 
Sec. 3, NW144NW44; 
Sec. 4, NEYNE\4. 

T.37S., R. 16 W., SLM, 
Sec. 3, E4SE%4, SW%4SE%;: 
Sec. 8, E4NE%4, SWY%NE\; 
Sec. 10, N44NE\4, SE4NE%, W144NW%K3 
Sec. 11, NW%; 

Sec. 18, SE%. 

T.375S., R.17 W., SLM, 
Sec. 15,514N%4,S%. 
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The public lands proposed to be classi- 
fied for multiple-use management in the 
area described aggregates approximately 
985,692 acres. 

3. Publication of this notice also has 
the effect of segregating the lands de- 
scribed below from entry or location 
under the general mining laws, but not 
the mineral leasing laws: 


SaLT LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH 
WHITE LEDGES 
T.35S.,R.9 W., 
Sec. 14, SW14SE\4; 
Sec. 23, W1,E'4. 
PAROWAN GAP 


T.33S., R. 10 W., 
Sec. 28, W1,NE\4,, E,NW. 
PARAGONAH CANYON PICNIC SITE 


T.345.,R.8 W., 
Sec. 3, NE44SW'4, SE%4. 


SUMMIT CANYON RECREATION SITE 
T.355S.,R.9 W., 
Sec. 6, E¥,SW%. 
MAPLE SPRING RECREATION SITE 


T.35S.,R.9 W., 
Sec. 3, E,NW4. 
BULL SPRING RECREATION SITE 
T.31S.,R.17W., 
Sec. 22, E4,SW,. 
GOLD SPRING RECREATION SITE 


T. 33 S., R. 20 W., 
Sec. 25, W12SW'4. 
SANDCLIFFS 
T. 315S.,R.6 W., 
Sec. 5,SwW44SwW'4. 
BONE HOLLOW RECREATION SITE 


T.315., R. 7 W., 
Sec. 34,51,SEY4,,SE4,SW,. 


BUMBLEBEE SPRING RECREATION SITE 


T.378., R. 13 W., 
Sec. 26,S14NE4. 
The 

acres. 

4. For a period of 60 days from the 
date of publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, all persons who wish 
to submit comments or suggestions in 
connection with this proposed classifica- 
tion may present their views in writing 
to the Cedar City District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, 154 North 
Main Street, Cedar City, Utah 84720, or 
to the State Director, Bureau of Land 
Management, Federal Building, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84111. 

5. Maps depicting these lands are on 
file and may be reviewed at the Bureau 
of Land Management District Office at 
Cedar City, Utah, and the State Office, 
Federal Building, 125 South State 
Street, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

6. A public meeting will be held on 
this proposed classification April 9, 1968, 
at 1:30 p.m., in the Library Lounge, 
College of Southern Utah, Cedar City, 
Utah. At this time statements in support 
of or opposition to the proposal may be 
presented. 


areas described contains 1,120 


R. D. NIELSON, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3694; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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[Serial No, U-3242] 
UTAH 


Notice of Classification of Public Lands 
for Multiple-Use Management 


1. Pursuant to the Act of September 19, 
1964 (78 Stat: 986; 43 U.S.C. 1411-18), 
and to the regulations in Title 43 CFR 
Parts 2410 and 2411, the public lands 
within the area described below, together 
with any lands therein that may become 
public lands in the future, are classified 
for multiple-use management. Publica- 
tion of this notice segregates the 
described lands from appropriation 
under the agricultural land laws (43 
U.S.C., Parts 7 and 9; 25 U.S.C. sec. 334), 
and from sales under section 2455 of the 
Revised Statutes as amended (43 U.S.C. 
1171). The lands shall remain open to all 
other applicable forms of appropriation, 
including the mining and mineral leas- 
ing laws, except as noted below..As used 
herein, “public lands” means any lands 
withdrawn or reserved by Executive 
Order No. 6910 of November 26, 1934, as 
amended, or within a grazing district 
established pursuant to the Act of 
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as 
amended, which are not otherwise with- 
drawn or reserved for a Federal use or 
purpose. 

2. The public lands affected are those 
administered by the Bureau of Land 
Management within the following 
described area of Juab County, Utah: 

That area bounded on the south by the 
Juab-Millard County line, on the west by 
the Utah-Nevada State line, on the north 
by the Tooele and Utah Counties, and on 
the east by a line beginning on Juab- 
Utah County line at the north quarter 
corner of sec. 2, T. 11 S., R. 1 W., thence 
east 114% miles, south 1 mile, east % mile, 
south % mile, west 1 mile, south ap- 
proximately 81% miles to the southeast 
corner of sec. 23, T. 12 S., R. 1 W., thence 
west approximately 712 miles, south 114 
miles, east 4% mile, south approximately 
714 miles, east 4% mile, south 12 mile, east 
1% miles, south 1% mile, west 4% mile, 
south 1 mile, west 14 mile, south % mile, 
west 4% mile, south 4% mile, west 4 mile, 
south % mile, west % mile, south 1% mile 
to the south quarter corner of sec. 25, 
T. 14S., R. 2 W., thence west 242 miles, 
south 3 miles, west 1 mile to the Sevier 
River, thence northwesterly along said 
river to the southwest corner of sec. 25, 
T. 14 S., R. 3 W., thence west 3 miles, 
south 1 mile to the southern boundary of 
Juab County. 

The area described aggregates approx- 
imately 1,365,340 acres of public domain 
land. 

3. Publication of this notice also has 
the effect of segregating the lands in 
Juab County described below from entry 
or location under the general mining 
laws, but not the mineral leasing laws: 

Sat LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH 
r.2116. 2:09. 
Sec. 13, SE%4SW%. 


T.115S.,R. 13 W., 
Sec. 11, SWY%4NE\. 


T.115S.,R.14W., 

Sec. 23, NWY44NW. 
T.115S.,R. 15 W., 

Sec. 21, SWY4NEY4SW%, SEZNWYSW, 

NEY4SW'4SW%, NW%4SE4SW. 

T.115S., R. 17 W., 

Sec. 20, N14NE\4; 

Sec. 21,N4.NW\4. 
T.115S., R. 18 W., 

Sec. 15,NW'4,SW44NEY,NY,SW. 
T.12S.,R.2% W., 

Sec. 13, S14 lot 4, S¥%4 lot 5. 
T.128.,R.3 W., 

Sec. 24, SE44SE\%4. 
T.12S.,R.4W., 

Sec. 29,SE4, EY%SW,. 
T.12S., R.18 W., 

Sec. 5, lot 18; 

Sec. 8, E¥% lot 1; 

Sec. 9, W14 lot 4. 
T.13S., R.5 W., 

Sec. 13,S14NE4,N%4SE\4. 
T.14S.,R.8 W., 

Sec. 10, NW'%4SE\4. 
T.1458.,R.9 W., 

Sec. 12, NEY4,SE4. 


The above-described area aggregates 
approximately 1,252.13 acres. 


4. For a period of 30 days, interested 
persons may submit comments to the 
Secretary of the Interior, LLM, 721, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. 


R. D. NIELSON, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3707; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


Geological Survey 


COLORADO, KANSAS, AND 
WYOMING 


Definitions of Known Geologic Struc- 
tures of Producing Oil and Gas 
Fields 


Pursuant to 43 CFR 3120.2-2(b) no- 
tice is hereby given that the known geo- 
logic structures of producing oil and gas 
fields have been defined as follows: 

NAMES OF FIELD, EFFECTIVE DATE, ACREAGE 
(6) COLORADO 
Wolf Creek (revision) Aug. 1,1967 12, 
(16) KANSAS 
CU a occ cccentacestsnestue Sept. 29, 1967 
(50) WYOMING 
OS biases acini cmcenintilediictata Sept. 11, 1967 
RN . itiacnhiiaiesimaiienteetnan sept. 18, 1967 
Mickelson Creek (revision) Oct. 
Cees carcrakeinnnbe once Nov 


Slattery-Duval Ranch (revision, 
formerly called Slattery field) --- 


360 
320 
24,1967 1,920 
ov. 24, 1967 360 


Sept. 5,1967 4, 908 


Maps and diagrams showing the 
boundaries of the defined structures have 
been filed with the appropriate land of- 
fice of the Bureau of Land Management 
and are also of record in the Geological 
Survey, Washington, D.C. 

ARTHUR A. BAKER, 
Acting Director. 

MakcH 21, 1968. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-3689; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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National Park Service 
YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK, CALIF. 


Notice of Intention To Extend 
Concession Contract 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5, of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
969; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is hereby 
given that thirty (30) days after the 
date of publication of this notice, the 
Department of the Interior, through the 
Director of the National Park Service, 
proposes to extend the concession con- 
tract with Dr. Avery E. Sturm authoriz- 
ing him to continue to provide medical, 
surgical, and hospital facilities and serv- 
ices for the public at Yosemite National 
Park, Calif., for a period of three (3) 
years from January 1, 1968, through 
December 31, 1970. 

The foregoing concessioner has per- 
formed his obligations under the con- 
tract to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and, therefore, pursuant to 
the Act cited above, is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the con- 
tract. However, under the Act cited 
above, the Secretary is also required to 
consider and evaluate all proposals re- 
ceived as a result of this notice. Any 
proposal to be considered and evaluated 
must be submitted within thirty (30) 
days after the publication date of this 
notice. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Chief of Concessions Management, Na- 
tional Park Service, Washington, D.C. 
20240, for information as to be the re- 
quirements of the proposed contract. 


Epwarp A. HUMMEL, 
Assistant Director, 
National Park Service. 


MARCH 21, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3695; Filed, Mar. 27, 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Business and Defense Services 
Administration 


UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur- 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, Of- 
fice of Scientific and Technical Equip- 
ment, Business and Defense Services Ad- 
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub- 
lished in the FepEraL REGISTER. 


1968; 





NOTICES 


Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the FEDERAL REGISTER, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Office of Scientific and Technical 
Equipment, Department of Commerce, 
Room 5123, Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment must also be 
mailed or delivered to the applicant, or 
its authorized agent, if any, to whose 
application the comment pertains; and 
the comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 68—-00442-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Nebraska, College of 
Dentistry, 40th and Holdrege Streets, 
Lincoln, Nebr. 68503. Article: Electron 
microscope, Model HU-11E. Manufac- 
turer: Hitachi, Ltd., Japan. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used as 
a teaching instrument in graduate den- 
tistry and as a research tool for the 
study of cellular changes that take place 
in diseased oral tissues. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
March 14, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—-00443-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Animal Disease and Parasite Research 
Division, Agricultural Research Center, 
Beltsville, Md. 20705. Article: Electron 
microscope, Model EM-200. Manufactur- 
er: N. V. Philips, The Netherlands. In- 
tended use of article: The article will 
be used for the determination of both 
gross particle morphology and for in- 
ternal particle structure. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
March 14, 1968. 

Docket No. 68—-00444-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Animal Husbandry Research Division, 
Agricultural Research Center, Beltsville, 
Md. 20705. Article: Electron microscope, 
Model EM-200. Manufacturer: N. V. 
Philips, The Netherlands. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used to ac- 
complish research objectives primarily 
concerned with reproductive physiology 
in farm animals. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: March 14, 
1968. 

CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment, Busi- 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3675; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 19684; Order E-26559] 
WEST-CENTRAL AIRLINES, INC. 


Order To Show Cause Regarding 
Establishment of Mail Service Rates 


MARCH 22, 1968. 
Issued under delegated authority. 
By notice of intent filed on March 6, 
1968, pursuant to 14 CFR Part 298, the 
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Postmaster General petitioned the Board 
to establish for West-Central Airlines, 
Inc., an air taxi operator, (1) as the final 
service mail rate for the transportation 
of mail by aircraft between Norfolk, 
Columbus, and Omaha, Neb., the rate 
Columbus, and Omaha, Nebr., the rate 
established by the Board in Order 
E-25610, August 28, 1967, as amended; 
and (2) as the final service mail rate for 
the transportation of non priority mail* 
between Norfolk, Columbus, and Omaha, 
Nebr., the rate established by the Board 
in Order E-17255, July 31, 1961, as 
amended. 

The Postmaster General states that 
the scheduled services of the certificated 
route carriers in this market do not meet 
postal requirements. West-Central Air- 
lines, Inc., proposes to use de Havilland 
Dove type aircraft in initiating the mail 
service. No protest or objection has been 
filed against the services proposed in the 
Notice of Intent, and the time for filing 
such objections has now expired. 

The Postmaster General also states 
that the proposed rates are acceptable to 
the Department and the carrier, and 
represent fair and reasonable rates of 
compensation for the services which the 
carrier will perform. The Postmaster 
General believes these services will meet 
postal needs in this market. 

Since no mail rate is presently in ef- 
fect for this carrier in this market, it is 
in the public interest to fix and deter- 
mine the fair and reasonable rates of 
compensation to be paid to West-Central 
Airlines, Inc., by the Postmaster General 
for the transportation of mail by air- 
craft, the facilities used and useful there- 
for, and the services connected there- 
with, between the aforesaid points. Upon 
consideration of the Notice of Intent and 
other matters officially noticed, it is pro- 
posed to issue an order? to include the 
following findings and conclusions: 

1. That the fair and reasonable final 
service mail rate to be paid to West-Cen- 
tral Airlines, Inc., pursuant to section 
406 of the Act for the transportation of 
mail by aircraft, the facilities used and 
useful therefor, and the services con- 
nected therewith between Norfolk, Col- 
umbus, and Omaha, Nebr., shall be the 
rate established by the Board in Order 
E-25610, August 28, 1967, as amended; 

2. That the fair and reasonable final 
service mail rate to be paid to West- 
Central Airlines, Inc., pursuant to sec- 
tion 406 of the Act for the transportation 
of nonpriority mail by aircraft, the facili- 
ties used and useful therefor, and the 


1As used herein, “nonpriority mail” refers 
to such first-class mail, other than that 
designated air mail or air parcel post by the 
sender, which the Post Office elects to deliver 
to West-Central Airlines, Inc., for trans- 
portation on a voluntary space-available 
basis. 

7As this Order to Show Cause does not 
constitute’a final action and merely affords 
interested persons an opportunity to be 
heard on the matters herein proposed, it is 
not regarded as subject to the review provi- 
sions of Part 385 (14 CFR Part 385). The 
provisions of that part dealing with petitions 
for Board review will be applicable to any 
final action which may be taken by the staff 
in this matter under authority delegated in 
§ 385.14(g). 
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services connected therewith between 
Norfolk, Columbus, and Omaha, Nebr., 
shall be the rate established by the 
Board in Order E-17255, July 31, 1961, 
as amended; and 

3. The final service mail rates here 
fixed and determined are to be paid in 
their entirety by the Postmaster 
General. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 406 thereof, and 
regulations promulgated in 14 CFR Part 
302, 14 CFR Part 298, and 14 CFR 
385.14(f), 

It is ordered, That: 

1. All interested persons and particu- 
larly West-Central Airlines, Inc., the 
Postmaster General, Frontier Airlines, 
Inc., and North Central Airlines, Inc., 
are directed to show cause why the Board 
should not adopt the foregoing proposed 
findings and conclusions and fix, deter- 
mine, and publish the final rates speci- 
fied above, as the fair and reasonable 
rates of compensation to be paid to 
West-Central Airlines, Inc., for the 
transportation of mail by aircraft, the 
facilities used and useful therefor, and 
the services connected therewith as 
specified above; 

2. Further procedures herein shall be 
in accordance with 14 CFR Part 302, and 
if there is any objection to the rates or 
to the other findings and conclusions 
proposed herein, notice thereof shall be 
filed within 10 days, and if notice is 
filed, written answer and supporting doc- 
uments shall be filed within 30 days after 
the date of service of this order; 

3. If notice of objection is not filed 
within 10 days after service of this order, 
or if notice is filed and if answer is not 
filed within 30 days after service of this 
order, all persons shall be deemed to 
have waived the right to a hearing and 
all other procedural steps short of a final 
decision by the Board, and the Board 
may enter an order incorporating the 
findings and conclusions proposed here- 
in and fix and determine the final rate 
specified herein; 

4. If answer is filed presenting issues 
for hearing, the issues involved in de- 
termining the fair and reasonable final 
rates shall be limited to those specifically 
raised by the answer, except insofar as 
other issues are raised in accordance with 
Rule 307 of the rules of practice (14 CFR 
302.307); and 

5. This order shall be served upon 
West-Central Airlines, Inc., the Post- 
master General, Frontier Airlines, Inc., 
and North Central Airlines, Inc. 

This order will. be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


[SEAL] Haro_p R. SANDERSON, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3718; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. 19750; Order E-26573] 


WESTERN AIR LINES, INC. AND TRANS 
WORLD AIRLINES, INC. 


Order of Investigation and Suspension 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 26th day of March 1968. 

By tariff revisions, marked to become 
effective April 1, 1968, Trans World Air- 
lines, Inc. (Trans World), and Western 
Air Lines, Inc. (Western), propose to in- 
crease their respective commuter fares 
between Las Vegas and Los Angeles from 
$13 to $15 to equal the commuter fare 
presently in effect in this market for 
Bonanza Air Lines, Inc. (Bonanza). The 
tariff filings are not marked with expira- 
tion dates and no complaints have been 
filed. 

In support of their respective fares, 
both Trans World and Western assert 
that the present $13 fare is unreasonably 
low .on the basis of current economic 
studies. In addition, both carriers present 
data showing that under their present 
commuter fare in this market a reason- 
able rate of return cannot be achieved 
even at load factors of 80 percent for 
Western and 90 percent for Trans World. 
As a result both Trans World and West- 
ern conclude that the present $13 fare 
is below cost and should be increased. 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
matters, the Board has determined that 
the proposed tariff revisions may be 
unjust or unreasonable, or unduly dis- 
criminatory, or unduly preferential, or 
unduly prejudicial, or otherwise unlaw- 
ful, and should be investigated. The 
proposed fare constitutes a significant 
increase in price for the low fare service 
in this market, but the carriers have not 
shown any overall need for a revenue 
increase nor are we aware of any such 
present need. 

While the carriers contend this par- 
ticular fare is unreasonably low, and 
in fact the fare is low in’ relation to 
prevailing fare levels in comparable 
markets, the domestic fare structure 
contains many fares substantially above 
and below the average at any given dis- 
tance. It would be inappropriate to per- 
mit, without a thorough investigation of 
all relevant facts and considerations, in- 
creases in this or other similar fares. 

The Board therefore concludes that 
the proposed fare increases should be 
suspended pending investigation. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, particularly sec- 
tions 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002 thereof, 

It is ordered, That: 

1. An investigation be instituted to 
determine whether the jet and propeller 
commuter fares and provisions applying 
between Las Vegas and Los Angeles, on 


1 Airline Tariff Publishers, 
Local and Joint Passenger Fares Tariff CAB 
No. 101, 6th, Revised Page 310, filed Mar. 1, 
1968, and 6th and 7th Revised Pages 374, 
filed Feb. 16, 1968. 


Inc., Agent, 


6th Revised Page 310 and 6th and 7th 
Revised Pages 374 of Airline Tariff Pub- 
lishers, Inc., Agent’s CAB No. 101, and 
rules, regulations, and practices affecting 
such fares and provisions, are or will be 
unjust or unreasonable, unjustly dis- 
criminatory, unduly preferential, unduly 
prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, and if 
found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful fares and provisions, 
and rules, regulations, or practices 
affecting such fares and provisions; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the jet and propeller commuter 
fares and provisions applying between 
Las Vegas and Los Angeles, on 6th Re- 
vised Page 310 and 6th and 7th Revised 
Pages 374 of Airline Tariff Publishers, 
Inc., Agent’s CAB No. 101, are suspended 
and their use deferred to and including 
June 29, 1968, unless otherwise ordered 
by the Board, and that no changes be 
made therein during the period of sus- 
pension except by order or special per- 
mission of the Board; 

3. This investigation be assigned for 
hearing before an examiner of the Board 
at a time and place ~hereafter to be 
designated; and 

4. Acopy of this order will be filed with 
the aforesaid tariffs and be served on 
Trans World Airlines, Inc., and Western 
Air Lines, Inc., which are made parties 
to this proceeding. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board.’ 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3719; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


COMPAGNIE MARITIME BELGE 
(LLOYD ROYAL) S.A. AND AMERI- 
CAN EXPORT ISBRANDTSEN LINES, 
INC. 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreement at 
the Offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may be 


*Members Adams and Gillilland issuing 
dissenting statement filed as part of the 
original document. 
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submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the FepErat REcIsTEer. A 
copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 
Mr. James N. Jacobi, Kurrus and Jacobi, 2000 

K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 


Agreement No. 9705, between Com- 
pagnie Maritime Belge (Lloyd Royal) 
S.A. and American Export Isbrandtsen 
Lines, Inc., which operate regular serv- 
ices in the trades between U.S. North 
Atlantic ports and ports in Europe, pro- 
vides for the interchange of cargo con- 
tainers and/or related equipment in ac- 
cordance with the terms and conditions 
set forth therein. 


Dated: March 25, 1968. 
By order of the Federal Maritime Com- 
mission. 
THomas LIsI, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3731; Filed, Mar, 27, 1968 
8:49 a.m.] 





WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN, AND 
ADRIATIC PORTS NORTH ATLANTIC 
RANGE CONFERENCE 


Notice of Petition Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing petition has been filed with the Com- 
mission for approval pursuant to section 
14b of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (75 Stat. 762, 46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect a copy 
of the ‘current contract form and of the 
petition, reflecting the changes proposed 
to be made in the language of said con- 
tract, at the Washington office of the 
Federal Maritime Commission, 1321 H 
Street NW., Room 609; or at the offices 
of the District Managers, New York, 
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to the proposed changes and the 
petition, including a request for hearing, 
if desired, may be submitted to the Sec- 
retary, Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20573, within 10 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. A copy of any such 
statement should also be forwarded to 
the party filing the petition (as indicated 
hereinafter), and the comments should 
indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of application to modify an ap- 
proved dual rate contract filed by: 

Mr. G. Ravera, Secretary, The West Coast of 

Italy, Sicilian, and Adriatic Ports North 


Atlantic Conference, Vico San Luca, 4, 
16123 Genoa, Italy. 


There has been filed on behalf of The 
West Coast of Italy, Sicilian, and Adriatic 
Ports North Atlantic Range Conference 
(Agreement No. 2846-13, as amended) 
an application to modify its approved 
merchant’s contract. The proposed con-« 
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tract modification adds currency devalu- 
ation to those conditions beyond the 
control of the Conference under which 
it may increase rates on not less than 15 
days written notice to the Merchant who 
retains the right to notify the Conference 
in writing of his intent to suspend the 
contract insofar as such increase is con- 
cerned. 


Dated: March 25, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime Com- 
mission. 
Tuomas LisI, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3732; Filed, Mar, 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. CP66—183] 
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Petition To Amend 


MakcH 22, 1968. 


Take notice that on March 14, 1968, 
El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Petitioner), 
Post Office Box 1492, El Paso, Tex. 79999, 
filed in Docket No. CP66—-183 a petition 
to amend the order accompanying Opin- 
ion No. 524, issued July 26, 1967, and 
affirmed upon rehearing on December 
14, 1967. By this petition the Petitioner 
seeks authorization to install and operate 
metering and regulating facilities and 
other facilities at points of interconnec- 
tion with Tri-County Gas Co., Inc. (Tri- 
County) in Bailey and Lamb Counties, 
Tex., as more fully set forth in the pe- 
tition to amend the order which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Specifically, the order of July 26, 1967, 
affirmed December 14, 1967, directed 
Petitioner, pursuant to section 7(a) of 
the Natural Gas Act, to establish two 
physical connections of its transmission 
system with the facilities of Tri-County 
situated, respectively, in Bailey and 
Lamb Counties and to sell and deliver 
34,713 Mcf per month of natural gas to 
Tri-County. 

By the instant petition, Petitioner pro- 
poses to install and operate at each of 
the proposed connections a combination 
positive displacement-type and 23g-inch 
O.D. orifice-type meter with regulating 
and appurtenant facilities. The esti- 
mated cost is $9,000 each. 

Adjacent to, and downstream of, Pe- 
titioner’s proposed equipment, Petitioner 
proposes to install, at the expense of Tri- 
County, a bypass block valve and blowoff. 
These facilities, to be owned and operated 
by Tri-County, are estimated to cost 
$375 each. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.0) on or 
before April 19, 1968. 


Gorpon M. Grant, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3676; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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[Project 5] 
MONTANA POWER CO. 


Order Denying Applications for 
Rehearing 


MarRcH 21, 1968. 

On October 19, 1967, the Confederated 
Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flat- 
head Reservation (Tribes) and on No- 
vember 3, 1967, The Montana Power Co. 
(Montana) filed an application for re- 
hearing of Opinion No. 529 and the 
accompanying order issued October 4, 
1967, readjusting the annual charges due 
under the license for Project No. 5, the 
Kerr Hydroelectric Development, for the 
use of Indian tribal lands. By letter’ 
dated November 3, 1967, the Secretary 
of Interior accepted our October 4, 1967, 
order. On November 17, 1967, we granted 
rehearing in order to afford further time 
for consideration of the issues. 

The Tribes allege Commission error 
only in one respect; i.e., that the Com- 
mission failed to take into consideration 
the factor of income occurring to Mon- 
tana by reason of downstream releases 
in assessing rentals due the Tribes. The 
Tribes contend this element of income, 
their portion of which they estimate to 
be $42,000, was unavailable at the hear- 
ing and was not included in witness Van 
Scoyoc’s profitability method adopted by 
the Commission. 

Montana challenges Commission juris- 
diction to readjust the annual charge and 
further alleges that the Commission 
erred in: Readjusting annual charges 
effective May 20, 1959; requiring interest 
payments on such readjusted charge 
effective May 20, 1959; readjusting 
charges to include Kerr’s third unit; and 
erred in utilizing the profitability method 
as the basis for determining annual 
rentals. 

Both the Tribes and Montana im- 
properly assume that the Commission’s 
determination was based exclusively on 
the profitability method of Van Scoyoc 
and the allocation factor of Sporseen. 
This was not the case. The Commission’s 
decision was based on the record as a 
whole, including the role of the Kerr 
project as a significant element in Mon- 
tana’s system and a major contributor 
to its earning power. The decision did 
use the profitability method as a guide 
in arriving at its end result, noting at 
the same time that a proper application 
of the net benefits method would have 
produced approximately the same result. 
In so doing, the Commission noted that 
the profitability method more closely 
conforms to the Commission’s regula- 
tions on this subject. 

Contrary to Montana’s assertion, we 
have not decided the question whether 
our determination is subject to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of Interior. Since 
the Secretary has accepted the Commis- 
sion’s determination of this proceeding, 
the issue is not presented in this case. 


1 Filed as part of the original document, 
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None of the assignments of error and 
grounds for rehearing set forth in the 
applications for rehearing present any 
facts or legal principles which warrant 
any change or modification of the Com- 
mission’s Opinion No. 529 and accom- 
panying order. Accordingly, we reaffirm 
our original order and deny the applica- 
tions for rehearing. 


By the Commission.’ 


GorRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3677; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


2 Commissioner Carver issuing a dissenting 
statement filed as part of the original docu- 
ment. 


Name of applicant Date of 
filing 


Phillips Petroleum Co. (CI68-915) - Jan 
Cities Service Oil Co. (C168-924) - - : Jan. 
Continental Oil Co. (CI68~-951) - Feb. 


29, 1968 


2, 1968 


Phillips owns two-eighths and Cities 
and Continental each own three-eighths 
working interest in Federal Lease No. 
OCS-P-0166, located in Federal waters 
in the Pacific Ocean offshore of Santa 
Barbara County, Calif. Each of the Ap- 
plicants has entered into a contract with 
Pacific Lighting agreeing to sell its pro- 
portionate share of all casinghead gas 
to be produced from Federal Lease No. 
OCS-P-0166 to Pacific Lighting for an 
initial price of 27 cents per Mcf (at 14.73 
p.s.iia.). Phillips, as the operator of the 
lease, will gather the gas to a central 
platform on the lease and thereafter 
transport the gas to its La Conchita 
Shore Site located in Ventura County, 
Calif., for delivery to Pacific Lighting. 
The contracts provide that Applicants’ 
gas will be free from sand, oil, water, 
sulphur, air, and other foreign substances 
which might affect its marketability and 
will have a heating value of not less than 
1,000 B.t.u.’s per cubic foot. Applicants 
estimate that first-month deliveries will 
approximate 96,000 Mcf. The term of the 
respective contracts is for the life of the 
lease or for as long a time as Applicants 
are able to produce gas economically 
from the lease. 

The applications state that the facili- 
ties to be constructed for transportation 
of gas from the Federal lease to shore 
are facilities for the production of 
natural gas and are, therefore, exempt 
from the Commission’s jurisdiction un- 
der section 1(b) of the Act, but the 
transportation to be performed by 
Phillips appears to be similar to that 
which has been held to be jurisdictional 
in Chandeleur Pipe Line Co., 30 FPC 
1515, Hassie Hunt Trust, 33 FPC 866, 
Blue Dolphin Pipe Line Co., 33 FPC 1141, 
and Black Marlin Pipeline Co., 35 FPC 
976. Without precluding the parties or 
staff from raising any other issues which 
they believe are relevant in this proceed- 
ing, it is appropriate that all pertinent 
facts relating to the movement of the 
gas be obtained in order that a deter- 
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[Docket No. CI68-915 etc.] 
PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO. ET AL. 


Order Permitting Intervention, Con- 
solidating Applications, and Fixing 
Date of Prehearing Conference 


MARCH 21, 1968. 
Phillips Petroleum Co., Docket No. 
CI68-915; Cities Service Oil Co., Docket 
No. CI68-924; Continental Oil Co., 
Docket No. CI68-951. 


Each of the companies listed below 
has filed on the date indicated an appli- 
cation for a certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity pursuant to sec- 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act (Act), 
seeking authorization to sell natural gas 
in interstate commerce for resale to 
Pacific Lighting Service and Supply Co. 
(Pacific Lighting) . 


Date notice 


Date notice was published in 
was issued 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


2.1968 | Fe 
hb. 2.1968 | F 
Feb. 14,1968 | F 


*b. 10, 1968, 33 F.R. 2872. 
b. 
*b. 


t 10, 1968, 33 F.R. 2872. 

€ 24, 1968, 33 F.R. 3353. 
mination may be made as to the juris- 
dictional nature of the transportation 
of the gas proposed for sale to Pacific 
Lighting. 

On February 26, 1968 (in Docket Nos. 
CI68-915 and CI68—924), and March 11, 
1968 (in Docket No. CI68-951), Pacific 
Lighting filed petitions for permission to 
intervene in any proceeding which might 
be held regarding any of the applications 
hereinbefore described. The petitions 
state that Pacific Lighting, as the buyer 
of the gas proposed for sale, has a posi- 
tion which cannot be adequately repre- 
sented by any other party. Pacific Light- 
ing did not request a formal hearing 
with respect to the applications but de- 
sires to participate if one is held in order 
to protect its interests. 

On February 26, 1968, the ‘People of 
the State of California and Public Utili- 
ties Commission of the State of Cali- 
fornia” filed a “Notice of Intervention” 
with respect to each of the applications 
proposing to sell gas to Pacific Lighting. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The applications of Phillips, Cities 
Service, and Continental in Docket Nos. 
CI8-915, CI68—924, and CI68—-951, respec- 
tively, are interrelated and should be 
consolidated for purposes of hearing. 

(2) It is desirable to allow Pacific 
Lighting to become an intervener in this 
proceeding in order that it may establish 
the facts and law from which the nature 
and validity of its alleged rights and 
interests may be determined and show 
what further action may be appropriate 
under the circumstances in the adminis- 
tration of the Natural Gas Act. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pacific Lighting is permitted to 
become an intervener in this proceeding 
subject to the rules and regulations of 
the Commission: Provided, however, 
That the participation of such inter- 
vener shall be limited to matters affect- 
ing asserted rights and interests as 
specifically set forth in its petitions for 
leave to intervene: And provided, fur- 
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ther, That the admission of such inter- 
vener shall not be construed as recogni- 
tion by the Commission that it might be 
aggrieved because of any order or orders 
of the Commission entered in this 
proceeding. 

(B) Pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.18 of the Commission’s rules of prac- 
tice and procedure, a prehearing con- 
ference before a duly designated presid- 
ing examiner shall commence at 10 a.m., 
e.s.t., on April 2, 1968, in a hearing room 
of the Federal Power Commission, 441 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
for the purpose of considering all matters 
at issue in the proceeding, including the 
jurisdictional issue, determining the 
manner and time within which evidence 
shall be presented, fixing the date on 
which the hearing shall commence, and 
entertaining adoption of suggestions 
which may expedite the proceeding. 

(C) The applications of Phillips Pe- 
troleum Co., Cities Service Oil Co., and 
Continental Oil Co. in Docket Nos. C1I68- 
915, CI68-924, and CI68—-951, respectively, 
are consolidated for purposes of hear- 
ing. 

(D) Phillips, Cities Service, and Con- 
tinental shall, within 5 days after issu- 
ance of this order, serve copies of their 
applications and supplements thereto, if 
any, upon all parties to this consolidated 
proceeding, unless such service has here- 
tofore been made. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] GORDON M. Grant, 


Secretary. 


68-3678; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[Docket No. RI68-521] 
SHELL OIL CO. 


Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Change in 
Rate 

Makcu 21, 1968. 
On February 26, 1968, Shell Oil Co. 

(Shell) * tendered for filing a proposed 

change in its presently effective rate 

schedule for sales of natural gas subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission. 

The proposed change, which constitutes 

an increased rate and charge, is desig- 

nated as follows: 
Description: Notice of change, dated Feb- 

ruary 21, 1968. 


Purchaser and producing area: El Paso 
Natural Gas Co. (Brown-Bassett (Bromide 
12,700’) Field, Crockett County, Tex.) (Rail- 
road District No. 7-C) (Permian Basin Area). 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 5 to Shell’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 
334. 

Effective date: March 28, 1968.2 

Amount of annual increase: $3,377. 


1 Address is: 50 West 50th Street, New York, 
N.Y. 10020. Attention: T. S. Zajac, Gas Man- 
ager. 

2 The stated effective date is the first day 
after expiration of the statutory notice. 


28, 1968 





Effective rate: 15.91 cents per Mcf.* 
Proposed rate: 16.88 cents per Mcf.‘ 
Pressure base: 14.65 p.s.i.a. 


Shell proposes a rate increase from an 
initial rate of 15.91 cents to 16.88 cents 
per Mef, amounting to $3,377 annually, 
for a sale of gas to El Paso Natural Gas 
Co. in the Permian Basin Area of Texas. 
The proposed increase is applicable only 
to production from the Brown-Bassett 
(Bromide) Field, Crockett County, Tex., 
and exceeds the applicable area ceiling 
rate established in the related quality 
statement filed February 7, 1968, pursu- 
ant to Opinion No. 468, as amended, and 
should be suspended for 5 months from 
March 28, 1968, the date of expiration 
of the statutory notice. 

Shell requests a retroactive effective 
date of January 1, 1968, for its proposed 
rate increase. Good cause has not been 
shown for waiving the 30-day notice re- 
quirement provided in section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act to permit an earlier 
effective date for Shell’s rate filing and 
such request is denied. 


The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory, or preferential, or other- 
wise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com- 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed change, 
and that Supplement No. 5 to Shell’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 334 be sus- 
pended and the use thereof deferred as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu- 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR, Ch. I), a public hearing shall be 
held upon a date to be fixed by notice 
from the Secretary concerning the law- 
fulness of the proposed increased rate 
and charge contained in Supplement No. 
5 to Shell’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 
334. 

(B) Pending such hearing and deci- 
sion thereon, Supplement No. 5 to Shell’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 334 is hereby 
suspended and the use thereof deferred 
until August 28, 1968, and thereafter un- 
til such further time as it is made effec- 
tive in the manner prescribed by the 
Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 


* Initial rate under conditioned temporary 
certificate (base rate of 16.5 cents less 0.49 
cent for 970 B.t.u. gas and 0.1 cent for de- 
hydration) issued Apr. 20, 1967, in Docket No. 
CI66-897. 

‘Increase from initial rate to contract rate 
of 17.5 cents less adjustments for quality 
— provided by Opinion Nos. 468 and 

A. 
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(D) Notices of intervention or peti- 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before May 8, 1968. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorpDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-3679; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP68-247] 
SOUTH GEORGIA NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 


MarcH 21, 1968. 

Take notice that on March 13, 1968, 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co. (Appli- 
cant), Post Office Box 1279, Thomas- 
ville, Ga. 31792, filed in Docket No. 
CP68-247 an application pursuant to sec- 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing it to construct and 
operate facilities and initiate service to 
the proposed municipal gas systems of 
the cities of Buena Vista, Butler, Doerun, 
Ellaville, Leesburg, Ochlochnee, Omega, 
and Reynolds in the State of Georgia, 
all as more fully set forth in the applica- 
tion which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks to con- 
struct the following facilities: 

(1) 19 miles of 4.5-inch O.D. pipeline 
from its existing 6-inch lateral transmis- 
sion pipeline near Americus, Ga., to the 
proposed Buena Vista lateral junction 
and approximately 36 miles of 3.5-inch 
O.D. line for the sale and delivery of 
natural gas to Buena Vista, Butler, Ella- 
ville, and Reynolds, Ga.; 

(2) 1.5 miles of 3.5-inch O.D. pipeline 
from its existing main transmission line 
in Thomas County, Ga., for sale and 


delivery of natural gas to Ocholchnee. 


(3) 5 miles of 3.5-inch O.D. pipeline 
from its existing 12-inch main line in 
Lee .County, Ga., for sale and delivery 
of natural gas to Leesburg, Ga.; 

(4) 5 miles of 3.5-inch line from its 
existing 10-inch main line in Colquitt 
County, Ga., for sale and delivery of gas 
to Doerun, Ga.; 

(5) A tap and metering and regulat- 
ing station on its 6-inch Tifton lateral in 
Tift County, Ga., for sale and delivery 
of natural gas to Omega, Ga.; 

(6) Metering, regulating and related 
facilities at the place of interconnection 
with each proposed new customer. 

The Applicant states that the esti- 
mated cost of the proposed facilities is 
$890,000 to be financed out of cash on 
hand or cash to be generated from 
operations. 

The Applicant requests the Commis- 
sion to impose the following conditions: 

(a) Construction of the facilities by 
Applicant shall not commence until the 
municipality to be served provides evi- 
dence that issuance of the necessary 
revenue bonds has been authorized by 
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a local election and that it has a 
firm commitment covering sale of such 
revenue bonds; 

(b) In the case of service to Buena 
Vista, Butler, Ellaville, and Reynolds, 
which are all to be served from one 
lateral, that all four communities should 
meet the conditions set forth in (a) above 
before construction is commenced to 
serve any one of such communities; 

(c) Applicant be allowed 3 years to 
complete the facilities in order to finance 
the cost out of funds on hand plus cash 
generated from operations. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
anee with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg- 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act 
($ 157.10) on or before April 18, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GorRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3680; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP67—220 etc.] 


TRANSWESTERN PIPELINE CO. AND 
CITIES SERVICE GAS CO. 


Order Setting Dates for the Filing of 
Testimony and for Hearing 


MarcH 21, 1968. 

Docket Nos. CP67—220, CP67-339 and 
CP68-8. 

By our order of January 9, 1968, we 
consolidated the above-docketed appli- 
cations, granted petitions to intervene, 
and, upon motion filed by Transwestern 
Pipeline Co., scheduled the commence- 
ment of prehearing conferences. Since 
then three formal conferences have been 
held. The Presiding Examiner, consistent 
with our order, has kept us apprised of 
the progress made during the confer- 
ences by forwarding copies of the tran- 
script to the Commission. On March 13, 
1968, the Examiner submitted his final 
report concluding that formal hearings 
herein are required. 

The Commission orders: 

(1) Transwestern Pipeline Co. and 
Cities Service Gas Co. will file by April 15, 
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1968, their direct evidence in support of 
their respective applications consistent 
with the understanding of the parties, 
developed during the conferences, as to 
the issues being contested. 

(2) The Presiding Examiner shall, 
within his discretion, schedule a date for 
the commencement of hearings on the 
direct evidence to be served under (1) 
above. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3681; Filed, Mar. 27. 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RI67-270] 
MOBIL OIL CORP. 


Order Accepting Contract Agreement, 
and Accepting Related Decreased 
Rate Filing Subject to Refund in Ex- 
isting Rate Suspension Proceeding 


Marcu 20, 1968. 

On February 19, 1968, Mobil Oil Corp. 
(Mobil) tendered for filing a redeter- 
mined rate decrease from 17 cents to 14 
cents per Mcf, amounting to $74 an- 
nually, for a sale of gas to Northern 
Natural Gas Co. in Finney County, Kans. 
The 17 cents per Mcf rate is in effect sub- 
ject to refund in Docket No. RI67-270. 
The last rate under the rate schedule 
not effective subject to refund is 12 cents 
per Mcf pursuant to the terms of Mobil’s 
company-wide settlement in Docket Nos. 
G-12193 et al. The area increased rate 
ceiling is 11 cents per Mcf The present 
17-cent rate was based on an arbitrator’s 


Respondent 


RI67-27 Mobil Oil Corp., Post 
Office Box 2444, Houston, 


Tex. 77001. 


1 Letter agreement dated Feb. 9, 1968, eae for rate of 14 cents for pricing period 


beginning July 1, 1966 through June 30, 1 
2 The stated effective date is the date of filing. 
* Redetermined rate decrease. 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


[Federal Property Management Regulations 
Temporary Reg. E-11] 


VEHICLE DEFECTS 


Procedures for Providing Information 
to Manufacturers 


1. Purpose. This regulation establishes 
procedures for providing information to 
motor vehicle manufacturers to enable 
them to carry out their responsibilities 
under section 113 of the National Traffic 
and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966 
_ (Public Law 89-563). 
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decision dated August 8, 1960, when both 
parties at that time were unable to agree 
on a redetermined price. The proposed 
decreased rate filings are set forth in 
Appendix “A” hereof. 

Mobil’s proposed 14-cent rate exceeds 
the applicable area increased rate ceil- 
ing of 11 cents per Mcf announced in 
the Commission’s Statement of General 
Policy No. 61-1, as amended, as did the 
previously suspended rate in said docket. 
Mobil requests that the Commission 
waive the 30-day statutory notice re- 
quirement and accept for filing its pro- 
posed contract agreement and decreased 
rate filing effective as of February 19, 
1968, the date of filing. Since Mobil’s de- 
creased rate is provided for in the provi- 
sions of its contract amendment, we con- 
clude that it would be in the public 
interest to waive the 30-day notice re- 
quirement provided in section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act and accept for filing 
Mobil’s proposed rate decrease effective 
as of February 19, 1968, subject to refund 
in the existing rate suspension proceed- 
ing in Docket No. RI67-270. 

The proceeding in Docket No. RI67-— 
270 involves a rate increase filed by 
Mobil on December 30, 1966, proposing to 
increase its rate from 12 cents to 17 
cents per Mcf, which was suspended by 
the Commission’s order issued on Janu- 
ary 30, 1967, in said docket, until July 1, 
1967, and was subsequently permitted 
to become effective subject to refund as 
of July 1, 1967. 

Concurrently with the filing of its rate 
decrease, Mobil submitted a letter agree- 
ment dated February 9, 1968, which pro- 
vides for the rate of 14 cents for the pric- 
ing period beginning July 1, 1966 through 
June 30, 1971. Such letter agreement has 


APPENDIX A 


Purchaser and producing area 
annual condleneé 


2-19-68 
2-19-68 


Northern Natural Gas Co. 
(Hugoton Field, Finney 
County, Kans.). 


been designated as Supplement No. 7 to 
Mobil’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 71. 
We believe that Mobil’s proposed con- 
tract agreement should be accepted for 
filing effective as of February 19, 1968, 
the date of filing, but not the rate con- 
tained therein which will be made effec- 
tive subject to refund in Docket No. 
RI67-270. 

The Commission finds: For the reasons 
heretofore stated, it is necessary and 
proper in the public interest and to aid 
in the enforcement of the provisions of 
the Natural Gas Act that Mobil’s pro- 
posed rate decrease be accepted for filing 
effective as of February 19, 1968, the 
date of filing, subjec* to refund in the 
existing rate suspension proceeding in 
Docket No. RI67-270 and refund obliga- 
tion related thereto; and to accept for 
filing Mobil’s letter agreement to be effec- 
tive as of February 19, 1968, the date of 
filing. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The proposed decreased rate of 
14 cents per Mcf, contained in Supple- 
ment No. 8 to Mobil’s FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 71, is accepted for filing 
and permitted to become effective as of 
February 19, 1968, subject to refund in 
the existing rate suspension proceeding 
in Docket No. RI67-270 and refund obli- 
gation related thereto. 

(B) Mobil’s contract agreement dated 
February 9, 1968, designated as Supple- 
ment No. 7 to Mobil’s FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 71, is accepted for filing 
and permitted to become effective as of 
February 19, 1968, the date of filing. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GORDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


Rate in 
effect 
subject 
to refund 
in docket 


Cents per Mcf 


22-19-68 | (Accepted) 
| 2 2-19-68 


$4514.0 | RI67-270. 


4 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s. La a. 


* Subject to proportionate downward B.t.u. adjustment for gas containing less 
than 950 B.t.u.’s per cubic foot. Present B.t.u. content of gas is 798 B.t.u.’s per cubic 


foot. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3684; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 8:45 a.m.] 


2. Effective date. This regulation is 
effective April 1, 1968. 

3. Expiration date. This regulation 
expires March 31, 1969. Prior to this 
expiration date, this regulation will be 
codified, as appropriate, in Title 41, CFR, 
Public Contracts and Property Manage- 
ment. 

4. Background. Section 113 of the 
National Traffic and Motor Vehicle 
Safety Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-563) 
requires every manufacturer of motor 
vehicles to furnish notification of any 
defect in any motor vehicle or equipment 
produced by such manufacturer which 
he determines, in good faith, relates to 
motor vehicle safety. The notification is 


sent by certified mail directly to the pur- 
chaser (where known to the manufac- 
turer) of such motor vehicle or motor 
vehicle equipment, within a reasonable 
time after such manufacturer has dis- 
covered such defect. When procuring 
vehicles for civilian agencies, GSA con- 
solidates requirements and provides for 
delivery to the requisitioning agency 
through a third party in many cases. In 
such cases, the manufacturer would have 
to be notified of the address of the Gov- 
ernment user to whom the notice is to 
be sent. 

5. Applicability. The provisions of this 
regulation apply to all agencies for which 
GSA procures motor vehicles. 
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6. Notice to the Manufacturer. Sub- 
sequent to the effective date of this regu- 
lation, agency heads or their authorized 
designees shall notify manufacturers of 
the exact address to which motor vehicle 
defect notices are to be sent. The format 
shown below contains the necessary 
items required for manufacturers’ rec- 
ords. Initial address listings will include 
all 1966 or later model vehicles for which 
the agency is accountable. 


| Complete manufacturer's 


Model vehicle identification 
serial number 


Year 


(GSA Contract No. shown 


NOTICES 


FORMAT 
To: (Vehicle manufacturer) 2 


Information on the motor vehicles listed 
is submitted to enable you to comply with 
section 113 of the Nationai Traffic and Motor 
Vehicle Safety Act of 1966 (Public Law 89- 
563). 


Address to which Motor Vehicle Defect 
Notices are to be sent: 


GSA contract No. 
if available 


Other 
identifying 
information 


on inspec- 


tion label on instrument panel— 
GSA Form 1398.) 





1 Addresses of manufacturers: 


American Motors Corp., Fleet Sales Depart- 
ment, 14250 Plymouth Road, Detroit, Mich. 
48232. 

Government Sales Division, Ford Division, 
Ford Motor Co., 3900 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20016. 

International Harvester Co., Suite 900, 1707 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. 

Field Service and Engineering, Chrysler 
Motors Corp., Government Sales Depart- 
ment, Post Office Box 857, Detroit, Mich. 
48231. 

Chevrolet Motor Division, Chevrolet Service 
Department, Argonaut A Building, 485 West 
Milwaukee Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 48202. 

Kaiser Jeep Corp., 940 North Cove Boulevard, 
Toledo, Ohio 43601. 


The address location of motor vehicles 
not covered by these manufacturers, in- 
cluding motor vehicles manufactured by 
General Motors Corp. other than the 
Chevrolet Motor Division, will be sent to 
the General Services Administration, 
Federal Supply Service, Procurement 
Operations Division—FPNMV, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20406, for forwarding to the 
manufacturer. 

7. Special instructions. Where an 
agency maintains centralized records or 
control of motor vehicles owned by such 
agency, arrangements will be made by 
GSA to have defect notices sent to the 
central location. In all other cases, an 
installation receiving a motor vehicle, 
whether by purchase, donation, seizure, 
or transfer, shall notify the manu- 
facturer of the address to which defect 
notices are to be sent, by executing and 
submitting the above format. To pre- 
clude receipt of future defect notices on 
vehicles reported to GSA for sale, the 
reporting installation shall notify the 
manufacturer that the vehicle is being 
Temoved from Government service and 
that the address location for such motor 
vehicle should be discontinued. 


Dated: March 21, 1968. 
Lawson B. Knott, Jr., 
Administrator of General Services. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3704; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[File No. 1-4672] 
CAMEO-PARKWAY RECORDS, INC. 
Order Suspending Trading 


Marcu 22, 1968. 


The common stock, 10-cent par value, 
of Cameo-Parkway Records, Inc., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., being listed and registered 
on the American Stock Exchange pur- 
suant to provisions of the Securities Ex- 
change Act of 1934 and all other secu- 
rities of Cameo-Parkway Records, Inc., 
being traded otherwise than on a na- 
tional securities exchange; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such Exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro- 
tection of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 
15(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading jn 
such securities on the American Stock 
Exchange and otherwise than on a na- 
tional securities exchange be summarily 
suspended, this order to be effective for 
the.period March 24, 1968, through 
April 2, 1968, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] Orval L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


68-3708; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


SANTA FE INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
Order Suspending Trading 


MarRcH 22, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Santa Fe International, Inc., 
Denver, Colo., formerly Santa Fe Ura- 
nium and Oil Company, Inc., otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
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is required in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period March 
25, 1968, through April 3, 1968, both dates 
inclusive. 


By the Commission. 
OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3709; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[811-1450] 
DIVERSIFIED LIFE FUND, INC. 


Notice of Filing of Application for Or- 
der Declaring Company Has Ceased 
To Be Investment Company 


MARCH 22, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that Diversified 
Life Fund, Inc. (“Applicant”), 211 Union 
Street, Nashville, Tenn., a Maryland cor- 
poration registered as a diversified, open- 
end management investment company 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1940 (“Act”), has filed an application 
pursuant to section 8(f) of the Act for 
an order declaring that Applicant has 
ceased to be an investment company as 
defined in the Act. All interested persons 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Commission for a statement of 
the representations contained therein 
which are summarized below. 

Applicant filed its registration state- 
ment pursuant to the Securities Act of 
1933 on December 9, 1966. Such registra- 
tion statement, as amended, was declared 
effective by the Commission on April 7, 
1967. It was later withdrawn because of 
Applicant’s failure to achieve the size and 
diversification of securities which it 
deemed necessary to realize its objectives. 
Applicant has no public shareholders and 
represents that it has ceased to be an 
investment company. 

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that when the Commis- 
sion, upon application, finds that a regis- 
tered investment company has ceased to 
be an investment company, it shall so 
declare by order, and upon the taking 
effect of such order, the registration of 
such company shall cease to be in effect, 
and that, if necessary for the protection 
of investors, such order may be made 
upon appropriate conditions. 


Notice is further given that any inter- 
ested person may, not later than April 12, 
1968, at 5:30 p‘m., submit to the Com- 
mission in writing a request for a hearing 
on the matter accompanied by a state- 
ment as to the nature of his interest, the 
reason for such request, and the issues of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted, 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission shall order a hearing 
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thereon. Any such communication should 
be addressed: Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. A copy of such request shall be 
served personally or by mail (airmail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon applicant at the address set forth 
above. Proof of such service (by affidavit 
or in case of an attorney at law by certifi- 
cate) shall be filed contemporaneously 
with the request. At any time after said 
date, as provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules 
and regulations promulgated under the 
Act, an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the information stated 
in said applicat?on, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
issued upon request or upon the Commis- 
sion’s own motion. Persons who request 
a hearing or advice as to whether a hear- 
ing is ordered will receive notice of fur- 
ther developments in this matter, includ- 
ing the date of the hearing (if ordered) 
and any postponements thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 
OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3697; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[811-1533] 
R.J.S. CORP. 


Notice of Filing of Application for Or- 
der Declaring Company Has Ceased 
To Be Investment Company 


MARCH 22, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that R.J.S. Corp. 
(“Applicant’’) , 135 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60603, a Nevada corpora- 
tion registered as a diversified, open- 
end management investment company 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1940 (“Act”), has filed an application 
pursuant to section 8(f) of the Act for an 
order declaring that Applicant has 
ceased to be an investment company as 
defined in the Act. All interested persons 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Commission for a statement of 
the representations contained therein 
which are summarized below. 

On September 18, 1967 Applicant reg- 
istered as an investment company under 
the Act. Subsequently, Applicant’s board 
of directors determined that it should 
not commence doing business. Applicant 
represents that it presently has no inten- 
tion of being an investment company or 
offering its securities to the public. 

Applicant also represents that it has 
issued no shares of stock or any other 
securities, has no assets and has not en- 
gaged in any business transactions other 
than the act of incorporating. 

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that when the Commis- 
sion, upon application, finds that a regis- 
tered investment company has ceased 
to be an investment company, it shall 
so declare by order, and upon the taking 
effect of such order the’ registration of 
such company shall cease to be in effect. 


NOTICES 


Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than April 
12, 1968, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by 
a statement as to the nature of his in- 
terest, the reason for such request and 
the issues, if any, of fact or law proposed 
to be controverted, or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such communication should be ad- 
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex- 
change Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. A copy of such request shall be 
served personally or by mail (airmail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon the Applicant at the address stated 
above. Proof of such service (by affidavit 
or in case of an attorney at law by certif- 
icate) shall be filed contemporaneously 
with the request. At any time after said 
date, as provided by Rule 0-5 of the 
rules and regulations promulgated under 
the Act, an order disposing of the ap- 
plication herein may be issued by the 
Commission upon the basis of the infor- 
mation stated in said application, un- 
less an order for hearing upon said ap- 
plication shall be issued upon request 
or upon the Commission’s own motion. 
Persons who request a hearing or ad- 
vice as to whether a hearing is ordered 
will receive notice of further develop- 
ments in this matter, including the date 
of the hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 
Orvat L. DuBors, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3698; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


TARIFF COMMISSION 


Office of the Secretary 
BROOMCORN 


Report to the President 


Marcu 25, 1968. 


The U.S. Tariff Commission today re- 
ported to the President the results of its 
investigation of a petition for an increase 
of import restrictions on broomcorn filed 
by the Rocky Mountain Farmers Union 
on behalf of the growers of broomcorn 
in Colorado and New Mexico. 

The Commission unanimously found 
that broomcorn is not, as a result in 
major part of trade-agreement conces- 
sions, being imported into the United 
States in such increased quantities as to 
cause, or threaten to cause, serious in- 
jury to the domestic broomcorn industry. 

The investigation (No. TEA-I-12) was 
conducted under the provisions of sec- 
tion 301(b) (1) of the Trade Expansion 
Act of 1962. 

The report contains a statement of the 
considerations supporting the Commis- 
sion’s finding, including additional ob- 
servations by Commissioner Culliton, as 
well as information on U.S. producers, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 61—THURSDAY, MARCH 


consumption, production, imports, ex- 
ports, and prices of broomcorn; em- 
ployment; and financial experience of 
domestic growers. 

Copies of the report are available upon 
request as long as the limited supply 
lasts. Requests should be addressed to 
the Secretary, U.S. Tariff Commission, 
Eighth and E Streets NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20436. 


By direction of the Commission. 


[SEAL] Donn N. BENT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-3703; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice 1165] 


MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER 
CARRIER AND FREIGHT FOR- 
WARDER APPLICATIONS 


MarcH 22, 1968. 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 * of the Com- 
mission’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR, as amended), published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, 
effective May 20, 1966. These rules pro- 
vide, among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must be 
filed with the Commission within 30 days 
after date of notice of filing of the appli- 
cation is published in the FEepERAL REc- 
ISTER. Failure seasonably to file a protest 
will be construed as a waiver of opposi- 
tion and participation in the proceeding. 
A protest under these rules should com- 
ply with § 1.247(d)(3) of the rules of 
practice which requires that it set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
protestant’s interest in the proceeding 
(including a copy of the specific portions 
of its authority which protestant believes 
to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describing in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means—by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide all 
or part of the service proposed), and 
shall specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but 
shall not include issues or allegations 
phrased generally. Protests not in rea- 
sonable compliance with the require- 
ments of the rules may be rejected. The 
original and one copy of the protest shall 
be filed with the Commission, and a copy 
shall be served concurrently upon ap- 
plicant’s representative, or applicant if 
no representative is named. If the protest 
includes a request for oral hearing, such 
requests shall meet the requirements of 
§ 1.247(d) (4) of the special rule, and 
shall include the certification required 
therein. 


1 Copies of Special Rule 1.247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing- 
tion, D.C. 20423. 
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Section 1.247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its ap- 
plication have been filed, and within 60 
days of the date of this publication, no- 
tify the Commission in writing (1) that 
it is ready to proceed and prosecute the 
application, or (2) that it wishes to with- 
draw the application, failure in which 
the application will be dismissed by the 
Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
other procedures) will be determined 
generally in accordance with the Com- 
mission’s General Policy Statement Con- 
cerning Motor Carrier Licensing Proce- 
dures, published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
issue of May 3, 1966. This assignment 
will be by Commission order which will 

e served on each party of record. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicants, and may include de- 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission. Authority which ulti- 
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces- 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission. 

No. MC 2986 (Sub-No. 29), filed March 
4, 1968. Applicant: I & S—McDANIEL, 
INC., Vincennes, Ind. 47591. Applicant’s 
representative: Ferdinand Born, 601 
Chamber of Commerce Building, Indian- 
apolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 


ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
between Paoli, Ind., and junction U:S. 
Highway 150 and Indiana Highway 66, 


over U.S. Highway 150; (2) between 
Salem, Ind., and junction U.S. Highway 
150 and Indiana Highway 135, over In- 
diana Highway 135; (3) between Hunt- 
ingburg and English, Ind., over Indiana 
Highway 64; (4) between Washington, 
Ind., and junction Indiana Highway 
257 and Indiana Highway 56, over In- 
diana Highway 257; (5) between Oak- 
land City, Ind., and junction Indiana 
Highway 257 and Indiana Highway 64, 
over Indiana Highway 64; and (6) be- 
tween junction U.S. Highway 40 and U.S. 
Highway 231 and junction U.S. Highway 
231 and Indiana Highway 67, over US. 
Highway 231, as alternate routes for 
operating convenience only, in (1) 
through (6) above, serving no inter- 
mediate points. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 4064 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb- 
ruary 28, 1968. Applicant: FINGER 
LAKES TRUCKING INC., 151 Old Ithaca 
Road, Horseheads, N.Y. 14845. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Raymond A. 
Richards, 23 West Main Street, Webster, 
N.Y. 14580. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 


NOTICES 


over regular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities (except those of un- 
usual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment), (1) 
between Elmira (Chemung County), 
N.Y., and Penn Yan (Yates County), 
N.Y., in a circuitious manner as follows: 
From Elmira over New York Highway 14 
to junction New York Highway 144A, 
thence over New York Highway 14A to 
Penn Yan, thence return from Penn Yan 
over New York Highway 54 to junction 
New York Highway 14, and thence over 
New York Highway 14 to Penn Yan, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points, and the off-route 
points of Alpine, Altay, Angus, Arey, 
Beaver Dams, Benton Center, Bluff Point, 
Bradford, Catharine, Catlin, Cayuta, 
Chambers, Dresden, Himrod, Keuka, 
Keuka Park, Milo Center, Monterey, 
Moreland Station, Odessa, Townsend, 
Tyrone, Wayne, and Weston, N.Y.; (2) 
between Elmira (Chemung County), and 
Ovid (Seneca County), N.Y., from Elmira 
over New York Highway 14 to Watkins 
Glenn, N.Y., and thence over New York 
Highway 414 to Ovid, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points and the off-route points of Bur- 
dett, Interlaken, Mecklenburg, Ovid 
Center, Perry City, Reynoldsville, Romu- 
lus, Smith Valley, and Willard, N.Y. 
Note: Applicant states no duplicating 
authority is sought. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Rochester, Syracuse, or Bing- 
hamton, N.Y. 

No. MC 5470 (Sub-No. 38), filed March 
8, 1968. Applicant: TAJON, INC., Rural 
Delivery No. 5, Mercer, Pa. 16137. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Theodore Poly- 
doroff, 917 Munsey Building, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20004. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Pig iron, in dump vehicles, from 
Pittsburgh and Sharpsville, Pa., to points 
in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, New York, 
Ohio, and West Virginia. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No, MC 22195 (Sub-No. 134), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: DAN DUGAN 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corporation, 
41st and Grange Avenue, Post Office Box 
946, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 57101. Appli- 
cant’s representative: J. P. Everist (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Liquid animal and poultry 
feed, liquid animal and poultry feed sup- 
plements and feed ingredients, in bulk, 
and (2) chemicals, fertilizer, and fer- 
tilizer ingredients, in bulk, from points 
in Minnehaha County, S. Dak., to points 
in Iowa, Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Wyoming. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Minneapolis, Minn., or Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak. 

No. MC 29079 (Sub-No. 42), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: BRADA 
MILLER FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 1210 
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South Union Street, Kokomo, Ind. 46901. 
Applicant’s representative: Carl L. 
Steiner, 39 South La Salle Street, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Iron and steel and iron and steel 
articles, from the plantsite of Green 
River Steel Corp., near Owensboro, Ky., 
to points in Michigan and Wisconsin. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill., or Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 30237 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: YEATTS 
TRANSFER COMPANY, a corporation, 
Post Office Box 666, Altavista, Va. 24517. 
Applicant’s representative: Eston H. 
Alt, Post Office Box 81, Winchester, Va. 
22601. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New 
furniture, as described in appendix II to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car- 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from Cul- 
peper, Va., to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu- 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Co- 
lumbia. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 249) (Correc- 
tion), filed February 28, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of March 14, 
1968, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: KROBLIN REFRIG- 
ERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125 Com- 
mercial, Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Truman A. Stock- 
ton, Jr., The 1650 Grant Street Building, 
Denver, Colo. 80202. The purpose of this 
republication is to give the correct docket 
number as shown above, in lieu of No. 
MC 30884 (Sub-No. 249), shown in 
previous issue, in error. 

No. MC 33641 (Sub-No. 73), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: IML 
FREIGHT, INC., Post Office Box 2277, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110. Applicant’s 
representative: Edward J. Hegarty, Shell 
Building, 100 Bush Street, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 94104. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities (except those 
requiring armored vehicles or armed 
guard, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment other than 
refrigeration) , serving the plantsites and 
warehouses of the Van Heusen Co., a 
division of Phillips-Van Heusen Corp. 
(located at Pottsville and North Man- 
heim Township), Pottsville, Pa., as off- 
route points in connection with appli- 
cant’s authorized regular routes to and 
from Harrisburg, Pa. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Philadelphia or Reading, 
Pa. 

No. MC 34767 (Sub-No. 42), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: GOOD’S 
TRANSFER, INCORPORATED, 234 
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Charles Street, Harrisonburg, Va. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Chester A. Zyblut, 
1522 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Poultry 
plant and packinghouse waste products, 
from Linville and Harrisonburg, Va., to 
points in West Virginia. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 36556 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: HOWARD E. 
BLACKMON, doing business as HOW- 
ARD BLACKMON TRUCK SERVICE, 
Post Office Box 186, Somers, Wis. 53171. 
Applicant’s representative: Earle Mun- 
ger, 520 58th Street, Kenosha, Wis. 53140. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Animal and 
poultry feed, from points in Fond du 
Lac County, Wis., to points in Lake 
County, Ill. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Milwaukee, Wis., or Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 43038 (Sub-No. 439), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: COMMER- 
CIAL CARRIERS, INC., 10701 Middle- 
belt Road, Romulus, Mich. 48174. Appli- 
cant’s representative: K. Edward Wol- 
cott, 1701 East Market Street, Jefferson- 
ville, Ind. 47130. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
(1) Motor vehicles (except passenger 
automobiles) and chassis, in initial 
movements, in truckaway and driveaway 
service; and (2) bodies, cabs, and parts 
of and accessories for such vehicles, from 
Nashville, Tenn., to points in the United 
States (including Alaska but excluding 
Hawaii). Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at New Orleans, La., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 400), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPORA- 
TION, 930 North York Road, Hinsdale, 
Ill. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
H. Levy, 29 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Delphi, 
Ind., to points in Michigan, Illinois, Ohio, 
and Wisconsin. Note: Common control 
and dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 381), filed 
March 4, 1968. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC., 817 
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 54306. 
Applicant’s representative: Charles W. 
Singer, 33 North Dearborn Street, Suite 
1625, Chicago, Ill. 60602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex- 
cept those of unusual value, and except 
dangerous explosives, household goods as 
defined in Practices of Motor Common 
Carriers of Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 
467, commodities in bulk, and commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment, serving 
the junction of US. Highway 41 and 
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Illinois Highway 43 (formerly Illinois 
Highway 42A) as an intermediate point 
for the purpose of joinder only in con- 
nection with the following routes con- 
tained in Docket No. MC 76985 sought to 
be leased by applicant from Lavery 
Transportation Inc., in MC-F-10050, 
published in FEDERAL REGISTER issue of 
March 6, 1968, and more specifically de- 
scribed as follows: “General commodi- 
ties, with the same exceptions noted 
above, (a) between Chicago, Ill., and 
Milwaukee, Wis., over Illinois Highway 
42A to junction U.S. Highway 41 near 
Lake Bluff, Ill., and thence over U.S. 
Highway 41 to Milwaukee, and return 
over the same route, serving no inter- 
mediate points and (b) between junc- 
tion Dlinois Highway 176 and US. High- 
way 41 and Green Bay, Wis., from 
junction Illinois Highway 176 and U.S. 
Highway 41 over U.S. Highway 41 to 
Green Bay and return over the same 
route, serving the intermediate points of 
Fond du Lac, Oshkosh, and Appleton, 
Wis., and the off-route points of West 
Bend, Waupun, Neenah, and Menasha, 
Wis. and subject to the condition that the 
route described in €a) above will be re- 
stricted against any service at Milwaukee, 
Wis.” Note: Applicant states the purpose 
of the instant application is to permit 
service in connection with the routes of 
Lavery Transportation, Inc., sought to be 
acquired by applicant pursuant to MC- 
F-10050, and requests concurrent han- 
dling therewith. Applicant indicates 
tacking possibilities under many of its 
presently held authorities. Applicant also 
states no duplicating authority is being 
sought. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Til. 

No. MC 59367 (Sub-No. 57), filed 
March 12, 1968. Applicant: DECKER 
TRUCK LINE, INC., Post Office Box 915, 
Fort Dodge, Iowa 50501. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Donald L. Stern, 630 City 
National Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. 
68102. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat byproducts, and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses, as described in sections A and C 
of appendix 1 to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities 
in bulk and except hides), from the 
plantsite and storage facilities of Blue 
Ribbon Beef Pack, Inc., near Le Mars, 
Iowa to points in Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, and South Dakota restricted to 
traffic originating at the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Blue Ribbon Beef 
Pack, Inc., near Le Mars, Iowa. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 59583 (Sub-No. 116), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: THE MASON 
& DIXON LINES, INCORPORATED, 
Eastman Road, Kingsport, Tenn. 37660. 
Applicant’s representative Clifford E. 
Sanders, 321 East Center Street, Kings- 
port, Tenn. 37660. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities (except those 
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of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, com- 
modities requiring special equipment, 
and those injurious or contaminating to 
other lading), between Fogelsville and 
Maxatawney, Pa., over Pennsylvania 
Highway 863 (Pennsylvania Route L 
39046), serving no intermediate points, 
as an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, in connection with appli- 
cant’s authorized regular route authority. 
Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C., or Nashville, Tenn. 

No. MC 60186 (Sub-No. 33), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: NELSON 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 47 East Street., 
Rockville, Conn. 06066. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Vernon V. Baker, 1411 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Prefabricated 
building sections and accessorial parts 
and materials used in connection there- 
with and in the assembly thereof, from 
Hartford, Conn., to points in Pennsyl- 
vania, New Jersey, New York, Vermont, 
New Hampshire, Delaware, and Mary- 
land. Nore: Applicant holds contract 
carrier authority under Docket No. MC 
93421, therefore, dual operations may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Hartford, Conn., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. 202), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: HERMAN 
BROS. INC., 2501 North 11th Street, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68110. Applicant’s repre- 
sentatives: Dale G. Herman, Post Office 
Box 189, Omaha, Nebr. 68101, and Don- 
ald L. Stern, 630 City National Bank 
Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Feed ingredients, from Ne- 
braska City and Omaha, Nebr., to points 
in Missouri on and north of Interstate 
Highway 70 and west of U.S. Highway 
63. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at St. 
Louis or Kansas City, Mo., or Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. 203), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: HERMAN 
BROS. INC., 2501 North 11th Street, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68110. Applicant’s repre- 
sentatives: Dale G. Herman (same ad- 
dress as applicant), and Donald L. Stern, 
630 City National Bank Building, Omaha, 
Nebr. 68102. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: An- 
hydrous ammonia and liquid fertilizer 
solutions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the plantsite of Hercules, Inc., near 
Louisiana, Mo., to points in Arkansas, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Missouri, Illinois, 
Iowa, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Nebraska, South Dakota, Wisconsin, and 
Oklahoma. Norte: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at St. Louis, Mo., Chicago, I1l., or Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 104), filed 
March 5, 1968. Applicant: JENKINS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 3708 Elm Street, 
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Bettendorf, Iowa 52722. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: R. Connor Wiggins, Jr., 909, 
100 North Main Building, Memphis, 
Tenn. 38103. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Lum- 
ber and wood products, from points in 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Montana, New Mexico, Oregon, South 
Dakota, Utah, Washington, and Wyo- 
ming, to points in Arkansas, Louisiana, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. 
Note: Applicant states it intends to tack 
with its presently held authority in MC 
61592 Sub 26, wherein it is authorized to 
conduct operations from Stuttgart and 
Little Rock, Ark.; Memphis and Oneida, 
Tenn.; Beaver Dam and Monticello, Ky.; 
and Huntsville, Ala.; to points in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Iowa, Wisconsin, 
and Minnesot@. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Chicago, Il., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 64932 (Sub-No. 449), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: ROGERS 
CARTAGE CoO., a corporation, 1439 West 
103d Street, Chicago, Ill., 60643. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Carl L. Steiner, 
39 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 
60603. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals and liquefied p2troleum, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Frankfort, 
Ill., to points in Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, Ohio, Tennessee (except Kings- 
port), and Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 67200 (Sub-No. 28), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: THE FUR- 
NITURE TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 
Furniture Row, Milford, Conn. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Arthur J. Piken, 
160-16 Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica, N.Y. 
11432. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lamps 
and shades and household furnishings 
(except furniture), (1) from New York 
City and points in Nassau, Suffolk, and 
Westchester Counties, N.Y.; and those 
in Passaic, Bergen, Hudson, Union, and 
Essex Counties, N.J., to points in New 
York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode Island, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Maine, and Pennsylvania, and 
(2) between points in Connecticut, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Ver- 
mont, New Hampshire, Maine, New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at New 
York, N.Y. 

No. MC 87589 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb- 
ruary 12, 1968. Applicant: MERVIN F. 
ANDERSON, Rural Delivery No. 1, Ox- 
ford, Pa. 19363. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: John Paul Kershner, 45 North Duke 
Street, Lancaster, Pa. 17602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fertilizer, from points in 
the Wilmington, Del., commercial zone, 
to points in Chester, Montgomery, Lan- 
caster, and York Counties, Pa., and Cecil 








NOTICES 


County, Md., and rejected, refused, and 
damaged shipments, on return. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Philadelphia, Pa., 
or Wilmington, Del. 

No. MC 87730 (Sub-No. 25), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: R. W. BOZEL 
TRANSFER, INC., 414 West Camden 
Street, Baltimore, Md. 21201. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat byproducts, dairy products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses as described in sections A, B, and 
C of appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766, and perishable food 
and perishable foodstuffs, from Balti- 
more, Md., to points in Maryland. NoTE: 
Applicant states it could tack at Balti- 
more, Md., with its presently held au- 
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Balti- 
more, Md., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 94844 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: GUYER, THE 
MOVER, INC., 304 East Sixth Street, 
Peru, Ind. Applicant’s representative: 
Alki E. Scopelitis, 511 Fidelity Building, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de- 
fined by the Commission, (1) between 
Bunker Hill Air Force Base and Peru, 
Ind., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Indiana and (2) between Bun- 
ker Hill Air Force Base and Peru, Ind., 
restricted to shipments having a prior 
or subsequent movement in interstate 
commerce and further restricted to pick- 
up and delivery services incidental to 
and in connection with packing, crating, 
and containerization, or unpacking, un- 
crating, and decontainerization. Norte: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No. MC 97006 (Sub-No. 8), filed March 
14, 1968. Applicant: HOWARD’S EX- 
PRESS, INC., East North Street, Post 
Office Drawer 72, Geneva, N.Y. Appli- 
cant?s representative: Morton E. Kiel, 
140 Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Salt and salt prod- 
ucts, when transported in mixed or con- 
solidated shipments with salt and salt 
products; pepper in packages; animal 
and poultry feed; medicinal additives 
and feed ingredients; food products used 
or dealt in by food processors, wholesale 
grocers, institutional supply houses, and 
institutions; products used in the water 
treatment industry, from Silver Springs, 
N.Y., to points in Bergen, Passaic, Sus- 
sex, Warren, Morris, Essex, Hudson, Un- 
ion, Middlesex, Somerset, Hunterdon, 
Monmouth, and Ocean Counties, N.J., 
and New York, N.Y. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 117), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
7666, Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s 
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representative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 
450 American National Building, Okla- 
homa City, Okla. 73102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Paper and paper articles, 
from the plantsite of the West Virginia 
Pulp & Paper Co., at or near Wickliffe, 
Ky., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Illinois, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and 
Texas, and, (2) materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture of paper and 
paper articles (except commodities in 
bulk), on return. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Memphis, Tenn., Little Rock, 
Ark., or Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 104896 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
March 8, 1968. Applicant: WOMEL- 
DORF, INC., Post Office Box 232, Lewis- 
town, Pa. 17044. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: David A. Sutherlund, 1120 Con- 
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food- 
stuffs, canned, prepared, or preserved; 
cooking or edible oils, matches, oleomar- 
garine, and shortening, except in bulk or 
tank vehicles, from Middletown (Dau- 
phin County), Pa., to points in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Virginia, and Washington, D.C. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Los An- 
geles, Calif., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 105733 (Sub-No. 43), filed 
March 4, 1968. Applicant: H. R. RITTER 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 928 East Hazel- 
wood Avenue, Rahway, N.J. Applicant’s 
representative: Chester A. Zyblut, 1522 
K Street N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Plastic materials, 
in bulk, from Perryville, Md., to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, 
and the District of Columbia. Nore: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 359), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1925 National 
Plaza, Tulsa, Okla. 74151. Applicant’s 
representative: Irvin Tull (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Trailers, designed to be drawn by pas- 
senger automobiles, in initial service, in 
truckaway service, from points in 
Arizona to points in California. Nore: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Phoenix, Ariz. 

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 78) filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., Post 
Office Box 988, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. 
Applicant’s representative: Martin A. 
Weissert (same address as applicant). 
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Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Carpet, 
from Atmore, Ala., to Carlisle, Pa., and 
Dallas, Tex. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 79), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., Post 
Office Box 988, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. 
Applicant’s representative: Martin A. 
Weissert (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Pianos, 
uncrated, and related accessories when 
moving therewith, from points in Bun- 
combe County, N.C., to points in the 
United States. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 642), filed 
March 7, 1968. Applicant: RUAN 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Keo- 
sauqua Way at Third, Post Office Box 
855, Des Moines, Iowa 50304. Applicant’s 
representative: H. L. Fabritz (same ad- 
dress as above). Authority sotight to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Lacquer and paint thinners, in bulk, 
from Kansas City, Kans., to points in 
Mississippi, Alabama, Arkansas, Tennes- 
see, and Texas. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Des Moines, Iowa, or Kansas 
City, Kans. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 643), filed 
March 7, 1968. Applicant: RUAN 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Keo- 
sauqua Way at Third, Post Office Box 
855, Des Moines, Iowa 50304. Applicant’s 
representative: H. L. Fabritz (same ad- 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Liquid asphalt, in bulk, from Rock 
Falls, Ill., to points in Dubuque, Jones, 
Linn, Johnson, Washington, Henry, Lee, 
Jackson, Clinton, Cedar, Scott, Musca- 
tine, Louisa, and Des Moines Counties, 
Iowa. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Des Moines, Iowa, or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 605), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: REFRIGER- 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post 
Office Box 10799, Station A, Atlanta, Ga. 
30310. Applicant’s representative: B. L. 
Gundlach (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from the plaiisite of Pet, Inc., 
located at Frankfort, Mich., to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Mary- 
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania 
(except Allentown), Rhode Island, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. Nore: Common 
control may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D. C. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 606), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: REFRIG- 
ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post 
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Office Box 10799, Station A, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30310. Applicant’s representative: 
B. L. Gundlach (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cheese, 
cheese spreads, cheese dips, and cultured 
dairy cream, from Dallas and Fort 
Worth, Tex., to points in New York, Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, Washington, D.C., 
New Jersey, Maryland, and Pennsylvania. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Dallas or 
Fort Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 108460 (Sub-No. 31), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: PETROLEUM 
CARRIERS COMPANY, a corporation, 
5104 West 14th Street, Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak. 57101. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard Hopewell, 511 Northwestern 
National Bank Building, Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak. 57102. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer materials, 
in bulk, and in bags, from points in that 
part of Nebraska bounded by U.S. High- 
way 6 on the north, Nebraska Highway 
14 on the east, Nebraska Highway 74 on 
the south, and U.S. Highway 281 on the 
west to points in Colorado, Wyoming, 
South Dakota, North Dakota, Minnesota, 
Iowa, Missouri, and Kansas. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr., Des 
Moines, Iowa, or Lincoln, Nebr. 

No. MC 109533 (Sub-No. 34), filed Feb- 
ruary 19, 1968. Applicant: OVERNITE 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
corporation, 1100 Commerce Road, 
Richmond, Va. 23224. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: C. H. Swanson (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment); (1) 
between Atlanta and Dublin, Ga., from 
Atlanta over U.S. Highway 278 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 441, thence over U.S. 
Highway 441 to Dublin, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (2) between Atlanta and Colum- 
bus, Ga., from Atlanta over U.S. Highway 
29 to Moreland, thence over U.S. High- 
way Alternate 27 to junction U.S. High- 
way 27, thence over U.S. Highway 27 to 
Columbus, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(3) between Moreland and Columbus, 
Ga., from Moreland, over U.S. Highway 
29 to La Grange, thence over Georgia 
Highway 219 to junction Georgia High- 
way 103, thence over Georgia Highway 
103 to Columbus, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (4) between La Grange, and West 
Point, Ga., over U.S. Highway 29, serv- 
ing all intermediate points; (5) between 
Newnan, Ga., and Georgia Power Co. 
plantsite, over U.S. Highway Alternate 
27 to Georgia Power Co. plantsite, via 
Sargent, serving all intermediate points. 

(6) Between Macon and junction U.S. 
Highway 278 and Georgia Highway 11, 
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from Macon over U.S. Highway 129 to 
Gray, thence over Georgia Highway 11 to 
junction U.S. Highway 278, and return 
over same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (7) between Macon and Savan- 
nah, Ga., over U.S. Highway 80, serving 
all intermediate points; (8) between Ma- 
con and Swainsboro, Ga., over Georgia 
Highway 57, serving all intermediate 
points; (9) between Macon and Swains- 
boro, Ga., from Macon over Georgia 
Highway 49 to Milledgeville, thence over 
Georgia Highway 24 to junction U.S. 
Highway 1, thence over U.S. Highway 1 
to Swainsboro, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(10) between Sandersville and Adrian, 
Ga., over Georgia Highway 15, serving all 
intermediate points; (11) between junc- 
tion Georgia Highways 24 and 68 and 
Tennille, Ga., over Georgia Highway 68, 
serving all intermediate points; (12) be- 
tween Denmark, S.C., and Savannah, 
Ga., from Denmark over U.S. Highway 
321 to junction U.S. Highway 17, thence 
over U.S. Highway 17 to Savannah, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; (13) between Au- 
gusta, Ga., and Fairfax, S.C., over U.S. 
Highway 278 serving all intermediate 
points; (14) between Columbus, Ga., and 
Mahrt, Ala., from Columbus over U.S. 
Highway 80 to Phenix City, Ala., thence 
over U.S. Highway 431 to junction Ala- 
bama Highway 165, thence over Ala- 
bama Highway 165 to Mahrt and return 
over same route, serving all intermediate 
points. 

Restriction: The service described in 
the above routes, is subject to the follow- 
ing conditions: Said operations shall be 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
moving from, to, or through Monroe, 
N.C., or points located on carrier’s regu- 
lar routes between Highway Point, N.C., 
and Atlanta, Ga., as described in section 
(I) (c) of certificate bearing service date 
of December 12, 1966. The regular route 
authority described herein above shall 
not be severable by sale or otherwise, 
from the authority otherwise contained 
in section (I)(c) of certificate bearing 
service date of December 12, 1966. (15) 
between Gainesville and Athens, Ga., 
over U.S. Highway 129, serving the in- 
termediate site of Overnite Transporta- 
tion Co. terminal located at or near Pen- 
dergrass, Ga. Note: The purpose of this 
application is to convert its irregular- 
route authority to regular-route author- 
ity. The irregular-route authority is sub- 
ject to the above restrictions. Common 
control may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
to be held at Washington, D.C., or At- 
lanta, Ga. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 862), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 East 
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa. 
19335. Applicant’s representatives: 
Edwin H. van Deusen (same address as 
applicant), also Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 
Madison Building, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fertilizer and fertilizer 


28, 1968 





ingredients, in bulk, from points in 
Fayette County, Ohio, to points in In- 
diana, Kentucky, and Michigan. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Columbus, 
Ohio, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 110683 (Sub-No. 36) (amend- 
ment), originally filed on December 29, 
1967, by Huber & Huber Motor Express, 
Inc., published FEDERAL REGISTER, issue 
of January 18, 1968, in No. MC 52629 
(Sub-No. 67), and republished as 
amended this issue in substituted appli- 
cant’s name. Applicant: SMITH’S 
TRANSFER CORPORATION OF 
STAUNTON, VA., Post Office Box No. 
1000, Staunton, Va. 24401. Applicant’s 
representative: David G. Macdonald, 
1000 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, household goods as determined by 
the Commission, classes A and B explo- 
sives, commodities in bulk, and those re- 
quiring special equipment, (1) between 
Terre Haute, Ind., and Dalton, Ga.; 
from Terre Haute over U.S. Highway 41 
to Hopkinsville, Ky., thence over US. 
Highway 41A to Nashville, Tenn., thence 
over U.S. Highway 41 to Dalton, and re- 
turn over the same route, as alternate 
routes, for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points and, (2) 
between Terre Haute, Ind., and Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn.; from Terre Haute over 
US. Highway 41 to Hopkinsville, Ky., 
thence over U.S. Highway 41A to Nash- 
ville, Tenn., thence over U.S. Highway 41 
to Chattanooga, and return over the 
same route, as alternate routes, for op- 
erating convenience only, serving no 
intermediate points. Note: Pursuant to 
order of the Commission dated Feb- 
ruary 23, 1968, in MC 52629 (Sub-No. 65 
and 67), the above-named carrier was 
substituted as applicant herein, and the 
purpose of this republication is to reflect 
(1) the substituted applicant’s name and 
the new docket number assigned, and 
(2) a change in the route descriptions 
shown in the previous publication. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 313), filed 
March 8, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS, INC., 
710 East 51st Avenue, Denver, Colo. 
80216. Applicant’s representatives: 
Duane W. Acklie and Richard Peterson, 
Post Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68505. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food- 
stuffs (except frozen foods) , from Water- 
loo, Penn Yan, Fairport, Red Creek, 
Egypt, Rushville, Lyons, Newark, Arcade, 
and Syracuse, N.Y., and Wellsboro, Pa., 
to points in Missouri, Colorado, Alabama, 
Mississippi, those in Tennessee on and 
west of US. Highway 27, Texas, Ar- 
kansas, and Louisiana, restricted to traf- 
fic originating at the plantsite, ware- 
houses, and storage facilities utilized by 
the Borden Co., its subsidiaries, and divi- 
sions at the named origins. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Buffalo or Roches- 
ter, N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 
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No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 314), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS, 
INC., 770 East 5lst Avenue, Denver, 
Colo. 80216. Applicant’s representatives: 
Duane W. Acklie and Richard Peterson, 
Post Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68505. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food- 
stuffs (except frozen foods), from Penn 
Yan, Fairport, Waterloo, Red Creek, 
Egypt, Rushville, Lyons, Newark, Arcade, 
and Syracuse, N.Y., and Wellsboro, Pa., 
to points in Wisconsin, Minnesota, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Iowa, 
Missouri, and Illinois, restricted to traf- 
fic originating at the plantsite, ware- 
houses, and storage facilities utilized by 
the Borden Co., its subsidiaries, and 
divisions at the named origins. Norte: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Buffalo or Roches- 
ter, N.Y. 


No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 315), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS, 
INC., 770 East 5lst Avenue, Denver, 
Colo. 80216. Applicant’s representatives: 
Duane W. Acklie and Richard Peterson, 
Post Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68505. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Bak- 
ery goods, salad dressings, and those 
commodities normally used by and dealt 
in by restaurant and restaurant supply 
houses (except meats, meat products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses), in vehicles equipped with me- 
chanical refrigeration, from Denver, 
Colo., to points in the United States (ex- 
cept Hawaii, Alaska, Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, and Texas); and, (2) salad 
dressing, and advertising supplies, and 
materials, from Denver, Colo., to points 
in Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Texas. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Denver, 
Colo. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 186), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, Ill. 60643. 
Applicant’s representative: Carl L. 
Steiner, 39 South La Salle Street, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Foodstuffs, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Orrville, Ohio, to Grand 
Rapids and Battle Creek, Mich. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Il., or 
Detroit, Mich. 

No. MC 114273 (Sub-No. 26) (Amend- 
ment), filed January 12, 1968, published 
in FEDERAL REGISTER issue of January 25, 
1968, amended March 14, 1968, and re- 
published, as amended, this issue. Appli- 
cant: CEDAR RAPIDS STEEL TRANS- 
PORTATION, INC., 3930 16th Avenue 
SW., Post Office Box 68, Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa 52406. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert E. Konchar, Suite 315, Commerce 
Exchange Building, 2720 First Avenue 
NE., Cedar Rapids, Iowa 52402. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex- 
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cept those of unusual value, classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment, and commodities injurious or con- 
taminating to other lading), (1) between 
Davenport and Bettendorf, Iowa, and 
Rock Island and Moline, Ill., and points 
in their commercial zones as defined by 
the Commission, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, West Branch, Iowa; and 
(2) from West Branch, Iowa, to Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. Note: Applicant states 
that it intends to tack at Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, with its present authority in MC 
114273 Sub No. 2 to allow a through serv- 
ice to points in Iowa within 100 miles of 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa. The purpose of this 
republication is to include tacking possi- 
bilities. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

No. MC 114416 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
March 6, 1968. Applicant: ELKINS 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., North 
620 Freya Street, Spokane, Wash. 99202. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Construction equip- 
ment, between Coulee City, Odair, and 
Coulee Dam, Wash., including points 
within a 3-mile radius of each. Nore: 
(1) Applicant also requests authority to 
interline with other carriers. (2) If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Spokane, Wash. 


No. MC 114734 (Sub-No. 15), filed 
March 12, 1968. Applicant: D AND J 
TRANSFER CoO., a corporation, Sher- 
burn, Minn. 56171. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Richard A. Peterson, Post 
Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
“carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod- 
ucts, meat byproducts, and articles dis- 
tributed by meat packinghouses as 
described in sections A and C of appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), from Min- 
neapolis, Minn., to points in Nebraska, 
Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Michigan, Missouri, Montana, 
North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, Wis- 
consin, and Wyoming, under continuing 
contract with Independent Packing Co., 
a division of Spencer Packing Co. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn., or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 115353 (Sub-No. 10), filed 
March 12, 1968. Applicant: LOUIS J. 
KENNEDY TRUCKING COMPANY, a 
corporation, 342 Schuyler Avenue, 
Kearny, N.J. Applicant’s representative: 
Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, New York, 
N.Y. 10006. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Building wall and insulating board, (2) 
plastic products and materials, (3) ma- 
terials, supplies, and equipment used in 
connection with the installation of the 
commodities described in (1) and (2) 
above (except those in bulk), from 
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Jamesburg, N.J., to points in Connecti- 
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
Vermont, Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia, (4) plastic products and ma- 
terials (except those in bulk), from 
Cranston, R.I., to Jamesburg, N.J., (5) 
materials, supplies, and equipment used 
in connection with the installation of 
the commodities described in (1) and 
(2) above (except those in bulk), from 
Lewiston, Maine, to Jamesburg, N.J., and 
(6) returned shipments from the de- 
scribed destination territory in (1), (2), 
and (3) to Jamesburg, N.J., under con- 
tinuing contracts with General Refac- 
tories Co. Note: Common control may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 115840 (Sub-No. 33), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: COLONIAL 
FAST FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1215 
Bankhead Highway West, Post Office 
Box 2169, Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: C. E. Wesley 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Scrap metals (except in 
tank vehicles), from points in Arkansas 
and Oklahoma to points in Alabama on 
and north of U.S. Highway 80. NoTE: 
Applicant states it could tack at Bir- 
mingham, Ala., to serve points in Georgia 
and Florida. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 324), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 1215 Bankhead Highway West, 
Post Office Box 2169, Birmingham, Ala. 
Applicant’s representative: C. E. Wesley 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from the 
plantsite of Pent, Inc., at or near Frank- 
fort, Mich., to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu- 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 117183 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: 3-B TRUCK- 
ING COMPANY, INC., 20 Jewel Street, 
Garfield, N.J. 07026. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele 
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a contract car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Canned beverages, 
equipment, materials, and supplies used 
or useful in the manufacture and sale of 
canned beverages, between the plantsite 
and facilities of Cantrell and Cochrane, 
Ltd., Inc., and Garfield Products, Inc., at 
Garfield, N.J., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Connecticut, under contract 
with Cantrell and Cochrane, Ltd., Inc., 
and Garfield Products, Inc., at Garfield, 
N.J. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
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sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C., or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 117604 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: MEADORS 
FREIGHT LINE, INC,, 1050 Jefferson 
Street NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30318. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Archie B. Cul- 
breth, 1273 Peachtree Street NW., At- 
lanta, Ga. 30309. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, and except dangerous 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special equip- 
ment), between Cartersville, Ga., and 
the Georgia-Tennessee State line, over 
U.S. Highway 411 to the Georgia-Ten- 
nessee State line, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points, with authority to operate (1) 
over U.S. Highway 76 between Chats- 
worth, and Dalton, Ga., (2) over Georgia 
Highway 225 between Spring Place and 
Calhoun, Ga., (3) over Georgia Highway 
156 between the junction of such high- 
way with U.S. Highway 411 and Calhoun, 
Ga., (4) over Georgia Highway 53 be- 
tween Fairmount, and Calhoun, Ga., (5) 
over Georgia Highway 140 between junc- 
tion of such highway with U.S. Highway 
411 and Adairsville, Ga., and (6) over 
Georgia Highway 20 between Cartersville 
and Canton, Ga., for the purpose of join- 
der only with carrier’s other authorized 
operations. NoTE: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 117686 (Sub-No. 86), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: HIRSCH- 
BACH MOTOR LINES, INC., 3324 US. 
Highway 75 North, Post Office Box 417, 
Sioux City, Iowa 51102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Canned goods, from New Belledeau, 
La., to Wichita, Kans.; Minneapolis, St. 
Paul, and Mankato, Minn.; St. Joseph, 
Mo.; Fargo N. Dak.; Sioux Falls, S. Dak.; 
Oklahoma City, Tulsa, and Durant, 
Okla.; and points in Iowa and Nebraska. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Baton 
Rouge, La. 

No. MC 118474 (Sub-No. 6) (Correc- 
tion), filed February 20, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of March 7, 1968 
and republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: ATR VAN LINES, INC., 9431 
Eighth Avenue South, Seattle, Wash. 
98108. Applicant’s representative: War- 
ren N. Grossman, 825 City National 
Bank Building, 606 South Olive Street, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90014. Note: The pur- 
pose of this republication is to set forth 
the correct docket number assigned 
thereto, as shown above, in lieu of No. 
MC 113474 (Sub-No. 6), previously pub- 
lished, in error. 

No. MC 117883 (Sub-No. 112), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: SUBLER 
TRANSFER, INC., East Main Street, 
Versailles, Ohio 45380. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Meat, meat products, meat by- 
products and articles distributed by meat 


packinghouses, from Detroit, Mich., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia. 
West Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia; and (2) paper and paper 
products, from Monroe, Mich., to points 
in Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Detroit, Mich., or Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 118638 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: G C S AIR 
SERVICE, INC., Galion Municpal Air- 
port, Galion, Ohio. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: John P. McMahon, Suite 1800, 
100 East Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties, except those of unusual value, class 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, between Shelby, Ohio, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, the Cleve- 
land-Hopkins Airport located in Cuya- 
hoga County, Ohio, restricted to the 
transportation of shipments having an 
immediately prior or immediately sub- 
sequent movement by air. Note: Appli- 
cant states it presently holds authority 
under certificate MC 118638 in the trans- 
portation of the above commodities, be- 
tween points in Crawford, Marion, Mor- 
row, Huron, Ashland Counties, Ohio, and 
points in Richland County, Ohio (except 
Shelby, Ohio), on the one hand, and, on 
the other, the Cleveland-Hopkins Air- 
port, located in Cuyahoga County, Ohio, 
restricted as above; and the purpose of 
the instant application is to seek to 
delete the words “(except Shelby, Ohio)”. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 118535 (Sub-No. 39), filed 
March 7, 1968. Applicant: JIM TIONA, 
JR., 803 West Ohio, Butler, Mo. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Carll V. Kret- 
singer, 450 Professional Building, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64106. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Dry urea, fertilizer, and fertil- 
izer materials, from the plantsite of 
Nipak, Inc., at or near Kerens, Tex., to 
points in Oklahoma, Kansas, Missouri, 
Nebraska, Colorado, New Mexico, and 
Arkansas. Note: Applicant indicates 
tacking possibilities with presently held 
authority in MC 118535, wherein it is au- 
thorized to conduct operations from 
Pryor, Okla., to points in Kansas and 
Nebraska, with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as other- 
wise authorized. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
= held at Kansas City, Mo., or Dallas, 

ex. 

No. MC 118745 (Sub-No. 7), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: JOHN 
PFROMMER, INC., Post Office Box 307, 
Douglassville, Pa. 19518. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Christian V. Graf, 407 North 
Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
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routes, transporting: Petroleum coke, in 
bulk, from Paulsboro, N.J., to points in 
Pennsylvania, under a continuing con- 
tract with Republic Coal & Coke Co. 
of Chicago, Ill. Note: Applicant holds 
common carrier authority under MC 
128426 (Sub-No. 2), therefore dual oper- 
ations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C., or Harris- 
burg, Pa. 

No. MC 119268 (Sub-No. 72), filed 
March 7, 1968. Applicant: OSBORN, 
INC., 125 Milton Avenue SE., Atlanta, 
Ga. 30315. Applicant’s representative: 
John P. Carlton, 325-29 Frank Nelson 
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Furniture and 
carpeting, from Kent, Kirkland, and 
Tacoma, Wash., to Salt Lake City, Utah, 
and points in Idaho south of the 
northern boundary of Idaho County, 
Idaho. Note: If a hearing’ is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Seattle, Wash., or Salt Lake City, 
Utah, 

No. MC 119539 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: BEVERAGE 
TRANSPORT, INC., East Bloomfield, 
N.Y. 14443. Applicant’s representative: 
Raymond A. Richards, 23 West Main 
Street, Webster, N.Y. 14580. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverages, in con- 
tainers, (1) from Columbus, Ohio, to 
points in that part of New York on and 
west of a line beginning at the Penn- 
sylvania-New York State line and ex- 
tending north on Interstate Highway 
81 to Binghamton, thence over New York 
Highway 12 to the St. Lawrence River, 
(2) from Newark, N.J., to Elmira, N.Y.; 
and empty malt beverage containers, on 
return, in connection with (1) and (2) 
above. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Rochester or Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 104), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: LIGON SPE- 
CIALIZED HAULER, INC., Post Office 
Box L, Madisonville, Ky. 42431. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert M. Pearce, 
Post Office Box E, Bowling Green, Ky. 
42101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flake- 
board and particle board, from the plant- 
site or warehouse facilities of Interna- 
tional Paper Co. at or near Gifford, Ark., 
to points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
West Virginia, Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. Note: Applicant presently 
has contract carrier authority under MC 
126970 and subs thereunder, therefore 
dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Nashville, Tenn. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 125), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
919 Hamilton Avenue, Racine, Wis. 
53401. Applicant’s representatives: Paul 
Gartzke, 121 West Doty Street, Madison, 
Wis. 53703, and C. Ernest Carter, Post 
Office Box A, Racine, Wis. 53401. Author- 
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ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Clay products, 
from points in Mississippi to points in 
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, and 
Michigan. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Jackson, Miss., or Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 126), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
1919 Hamilton Avenue, Post Office Box A, 
Racine, Wis. 53401. Applicant’s repre- 
sentatives: Paul Gartzke, 121 West 
Doty Street, Madison, Wis. 53701, and 
C. Ernest Carter (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Mount- 
able spreaders, from points in Polk 
County, Iowa, to points in Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming. Norte: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Des Moines, Iowa, or Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 123819 (Sub-No. 13) (Amend- 
ment), filed February 23, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of March 14, 
1968, and republished as amended, this 
issue. Applicant: ACE FREIGHT LINE, 
INC., Post Office Box 2103, Memphis, 
Tenn. 38102. Applicant’s representative: 
Bill R. Davis, Suite 1600, First Federal 
Building, Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pesticides, insecticides, 
herbicides, fungicides, and related adver- 
tising materials, between points in Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
and Tennessee. Note: The purpose of 
this republication is to eliminate the 
phrase “when moving in mixed loads 
with fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients”. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No. MC 123819 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: ACE 
FREIGHT LINE, INC., Post Office Box 
2103, Memphis, Tenn. 38102. Applicant’s 
representative: Bill R. Davis, Suite 1600, 
First Federal Building, Atlanta, Ga. 
30303. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dry ani- 
mal and poultry feed ingredients, from 
Memphis, Tenn., to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missouri, 
Mississippi, Oklahoma, Georgia, Florida, 
and Tennessee. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant does not 
specify location. 

No. MC 124774 (Sub-No. 73), filed 
March 12, 1968. Applicant: CARAVELLE 
EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box 384, 
Norfolk, Nebr. 68701. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Richard A. Peterson, Post 
Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod- 
ucts, meat byproducts, and articles dis- 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de- 
scribed in sections A and C of appendix 
1 to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
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7166 (except commodities in bulk and 
hides), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of Blue Ribbon Beef Pack, Inc., 
near Le Mars, Iowa, to points in Colo- 
rado, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Wisconsin, and Iowa, 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
plantsite and storage facilities of Blue 
Ribbon Beef Pack, Inc., near Le Mars, 
Iowa. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 125996 (Sub-No. 13), filed 
March 8, 1968. Applicant: JENSEN 
TRUCKING CO., INC., Post Office Box 
491, Millard, Nebr. 68043. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard A. Peterson, 
Post Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat byproducts, and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses as described in sections A and C 
of appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities 
in bulk and except hides) from the plant- 
site and storage facilities of Blue Ribbon 
Beef Pack, Inc., near Le Mars, Iowa, to 
points in Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado 
(except Denver), and Wisconsin, re- 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
plantsite and storage facilities of Blue 
Ribbon Beef Pack, Inc., near Le Mars, 
Iowa. Notre: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 126276 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: FAST MO- 
TOR SERVICE, INC., 12855 Ponderosa 
Drive, Palos Heights, Ill. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert H. Levy, 29 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Metal containers; con- 
tainer components and ends; and steel, 
tin, and aluminum tops and closures, 
from the plantsite and facilities of 
Crown Cork & Seal Co., Inc., at Birming- 
ham, Ala.; Chicago, Ill.; Minneapolis, 
Minn.; St. Louis, Mo.; and Fort Worth, 
Tex.; to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan- 
sas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma, Ten- 
nessee, and Wisconsin, under contract 
with Crown Cork & Seal Co., Inc. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 126625 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: MURPHY 
SURF-AIR TRUCKING COMPANY, 
INC., Blue Grass Field, Lexington, Ky. 
42351. Applicant’s representative: 
Herbert D. Liebman, 403 West Main 
Street, Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex- 
cept those of unusual value, classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de- 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip- 
ment), between points in Marion 
County, Ky., on the one hand, and, on 
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the other, Blue Grass Field, Lexington, 
Ky., Greater Cincinnati Airport, near 
Erlanger, Ky., Standiford Field, Louis- 
ville, Ky., The Wier-Cook Airport near 
Indianapolis, Ind., restricted to ship- 
ments having an immeéiately prior or 
subsequent movement by air. NoTE: Ap- 
plicant states it intends to tack the pro- 
posed authority with MC 126625, wherein 
it is authorized to conduct operations 
between points in Fayette, Franklin, 
Scott, Bourbon, Madison, Clark, Harri- 
son, Boyle, Woodford, Jessamine, and 
Anderson Counties, Ky., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Blue Grass Field, Lex- 
ington, Ky., Greater Cincinnati Airport, 
near Erlanger, Ky., and Standiford 
Field, Louisville, Ky. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Frankfort or Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 126899 (Sub-No. 29), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: USHER 
TRANSPORT, INC., 1415 South Third 
Street, Paducah, Ky. 42001. Applicant’s 
representative: George M. Catlett, 703- 
706 McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 
40601. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Paper, 
paper products, byproducts from paper 
manufacturing, processing or distribu- 
tion, and materials, equipment and sup- 
plies used in the manufacture, processing 
or distribution of paper and paper prod- 
ucts, between the plantsite of West Vir- 
ginia Pulp & Paper Co., at or near Wick- 
liffe, Ky., located in Ballard and Carlisle 
Counties, Ky., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Kan- 
sas, Alabama, Missouri, Nebraska, Iowa, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Tennessee, Ar- 
kansas, Oklahoma, Kentucky, Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, Texas, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Maryland. Norte: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Louisville, Ky., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 127031 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
February 6, 1968. Applicant: ORME 
TRANSFER, INC., 535 West Willoughby 
Avenue, Post Office Box 781, Juneau, 
Alaska 99801. Applicant’s representative: 
J. B. Bradley, 200 National Bank of 
Alaska Building, Post Office Box 1211, 
Juneau, Alaska 99801. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, between points in Alaska 
south and east of the international 
boundary line between the United States- 
Canada, north of Haines, Alaska, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Seattle, 
Wash., via the Alaska State Ferry System 
to the port or ports in Washington served 
by the Alaska State Ferry System, and 
thence by highway to Seattle, restricted 
to shipments originating in, or destined 
to, Alaska. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Juneau, Alaska. 

No. MC 127042 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: HAGEN, 
INC., 4120 Floyd, Post Office Box 6, Leeds 
Station, Sioux City, Iowa 51108. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Duane W. Acklie, 
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Post Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod- 
ucts, meat byproducts, and articles dis- 
tributed by meat packinghouses as 
described in section A and C of appendix 
I to the Report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except commodities in bulk and 
hides), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of Blue Ribbon Beef Pack, Inc., 
near Le Mars, Iowa, to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, South Dakota, North 
Dakota, Iowa, and Wisconsin, restricted 
to traffic originating at the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Blue Ribbon Beef 
Pack, Inc., near Le Mars, Iowa. Norte: 
Applicant is also authorized to conduct 
operations as a contract carrier in Per- 
mit No. 115915, therefor, dual operations 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 127219 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: STEPHEN 
R. KEREK, doing business as KEREK’S 
AIR FREIGHT SERVICE, Post Office 
Box 213, Lancaster, Pa. 17604. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Christian V. Graf, 
407 North Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 
17101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except classes A and B ex- 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip- 
ment, and those injurious or contaminat- 
ing to other lading) (1) between Mid- 
dletown, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Lancaster, York, 
Dauphin, Cumberland, Franklin, Leba- 
non, Adams, Centre, Clinton, Columbia, 
Lackawanna, Lycoming, Mifflin, Montour, 
Northumberland, Berks, Perry, Schuyl- 
kill, and Snyder Counties, Pa., and (2) 
between airports in York and Dauphin 
Counties, Pa., and points in Berks 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, the Philadelphia International 
Airport located in Philadelphia, Pa., 
restricted in (1) and (2) above to ship- 
ments having a prior or subsequent 
movement by air. Note: Applicant states 
it could tack at Middletown, a point in 
Dauphin County, Pa., so as to provide 
service to and from Philadelphia Inter- 
national Airport and Lancaster Airport 
from counties other than Lancaster, 
York, Dauphin, Cumberland, Franklin, 
and Lebanon, Pa. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Harrisburg, Pa., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 127334 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS 
GOFORTH, doing business as GO- 
FORTH TRUCKING, 210 South Sixth 
Street, Mt. Vernon, Ill. 62864. Applicant’s 
representative: Delmar O. Koebel, 107 
West St. Louis, Lebanon, Ill. 62254. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bakery goods, from 
St. Louis, Mo., to Taylorville, Decatur, 
Springfield, Jacksonville, Quincy, and 
Carlinsville, Ill.; Hannibal, Bowling 
Green, De Soto, Rolla, Cape Girardeau, 


Salem, Sikeston, and Poplar Bluff, Mo., 
under contract with Continental Baking 
Co. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at St. 
Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 127913 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: BROADUS 
W. GOODE, doing business as GOODE 
MOTOR LINES, Route No. 3, Forest City, 
N.C. Applicant’s representative: Boyce 
A. Whitmire, Post Office Box 908, Hen- 
dersonville, N.C. 28739. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Used automobiles, (1) from 
Washington, D.C., and points in Mary- 
land, to points in North Carolina; and, 
(2) from points in North Carolina to 
points in Virginia, Maryland, and Wash- 
ington, D.C. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Raleigh or Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 127952 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: BLACK- 
BURN TRUCK LINES, INC., 4988 Bran- 
yon Street, South Gate, Calif. Applicant’s 
representative: Warren N. Grossman, 
825 City National Bank Building, 606 
South Olive Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90014. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Empty 
glass containers on pallets, from points 
in Los Angeles County, Calif., to Las 
Vegas, Nev., under contract with Ball 
Brothers Co., Inc., Glass Containers 
Corp. and Brockway Glass Co., Inc. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 128141 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
March 8, 1968. Applicant: TRI-STATE 
TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office Box 
4109, Davenport, Iowa 52808. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert Van Vooren, 717 
Davenport Bank Building, Davenport, 
Iowa 52801. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Cement (dry), in bulk, from the plantsite 
of Dundee Cement Co., Rock Island, II1., 
to points in Iowa, Illinois, and Wisconsin, 
under contract with Dundee Cement 
Co., Dundee, Mich. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Ill., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 128141 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
March 8, 1968. Applicant: TRI-STATE 
TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office Box 
4109, Davenport, Iowa 52808. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert Van Vooren, 717 
Davenport Bank Building, Davenport, 
Iowa 52803. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fer- 
tilizer and fertilizer materials, dry, in 
bulk, from Linwood, Iowa, to points in 
Illinois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Missouri, 
and Iowa, under contract with W. R. 
Grace & Co., Memphis, Tenn. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, IIl., or 
St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 128141 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: TRI-STATE 
TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office Box 
4109, Davenport, Iowa 52808. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert Van Vooren, 717 
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Davenport Bank Building, Davenport, 
Iowa 52803. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Salt, 
from Linwood, Iowa, to points in Illinois, 
Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, and Wiscon- 
sin, under contract with Diamond Crys- 
tal Salt Co., St. Clair, Mich. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Il., or 
St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 128473 (Sub-No. 9), filed 
March 18, 1968. Applicant: MONTANA 
EXPRESS, INC., 207 Behner Building, 
2822 Third Avenue North, Billings, Mont. 
59101. Applicant’s representative: J. F. 
Meglen, Post Office Box 1581, Billings, 
Mont. 59103. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat and packinghouse products, from 
Great Falls, Mont., to points in Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, Illinois, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Nevada, New York, 
Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Washington, 
and Wisconsin. NoTEe: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Billings, Mont. 


No. MC 129046 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: BURKS- 
PELZ TRANSFER, INC., 1751 West 


Ohio Street, Post Office Box 6014 Station 
B, Evansville, Ind. 47710. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Robert M. Pearce, Post Of- 
fice Box E, Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Malt bev- 
erages, in containers, from Evansville, 
Ind., to points in Arkansas, and empty 
malt beverage containers, on return. 
Note: Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority under MC 69876 and subs 
thereunder, therefore dual operations 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Nashville, Tenn., or Louisville, Ky. 


No. MC 129357 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
March 13, 1968. Applicant: TUCKER 
FOOD DISTRIBUTORS, INCORPO- 


RATED, Route No. 16 South, Post Office 
Box 726, Marion, Va. 24354. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Aluminum pipe and tub- 
ing, from Glade Spring, Va., to the 
plantsite of Hapco Co. located approxi- 
mately 4 miles northeast of Abington, 
Va., restricted to traffic having a prior 
out-of-state movement by rail. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
did not specify location. 

No. MC 129466 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: GEORGIA 
RAIL ROAD & BANKING COMPANY, 
Operated as the GEORGIA RAILROAD 
By Lessees; SEABOARD COAST LINE 
RAILROAD COMPANY, LOUISVILLE 
AND NASHVILLE RAILROAD COM- 
PANY, 4 Hunter Street SE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30303. Applicant’s representatives: Rob- 
ert G. Young, 310 Fulton Federal Build- 
ing, Atlanta, Ga. 30303, and C. E. Martin, 
Atlanta and West Point Rail Road Com- 
pany, The Western Railway of Alabama, 
Georgia Railroad, 4 Hunter Street SE., 
Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
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motor vehicle, 
transporting: 


over irregular routes, 
General commodities, 
having a prior or subsequent haul 
by rail (piggyback traffic), between 
Atlanta, Ga., and Stone Mountain, 
Lithonia, Covington, and Conyers, Ga. 
Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 129510 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: CHESTER 
W. ENGLUND, doing business as C. W. 
ENGLUND CO., 740 Old Stage Road, 
Salinas, Calif. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Stuart J. Shoob, 1510 Arizona Title 
Building, 111 West Monroe, Phoenix, 
Ariz. 85003. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Used automobile bumpers, between plant- 
sites of Electro Chemical Industries in 
San Diego, Ontario, and North Holly- 
wood, Calif.; Las Vegas, Nev.; St. Louis, 
Mo.; Chicago, Tll.; Cleveland, Ohio; 
Minneapolis, Minn.; Newark and Pal- 
myra, N.J.; Allentown, Pa.; and Balti- 
more, Md.; and (2) stone and finished 
stone products, steel products, finished 
wood products, and finished epoxy resin 
products, (a) from Nashua, N.H.; Hicks- 
ville, Long Island, N.Y.; Schuyler, Va.; 
Elkins, W. Va.; Monroe, N.C.; McDer- 
mott and Dayton, Ohio; to construction 
jobsites in New Mexico, Arizona, Colo- 
rado, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, California, Washington, Oregon, 
and Texas, and (b) from points of origin 
named above to plantsite in Los Angeles, 
Calif.; under contract with Permalab- 
Metalab Equipment Corp., Los Angeles, 
Calif., and Electro Chemical Industries, 
Pomona, Calif. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 129717, filed February 16, 1968. 
Applicant: FRANKIE’S TOWING 
SERVICE, 240 Old Colony Avenue, South 
Boston, Mass. 02127. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Frank A. Antonelli, 2 Monu- 
ment Court, South Boston, Mass. 02127. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier,.by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Disabled motor ve- 
hicles, between points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, ‘Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, New York, and Con- 
necticut. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 129732, filed February 29, 1968. 
Applicant: EMPIRE FUEL & TRANS- 
FER CO., a corporation, 920 Newmark, 
Coos Bay, Oreg. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Earle V. White, 2400 Southwest 
Fourth Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 97201. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Del Norte County, Calif., Coos 
and Curry Counties, Oreg. and those in 
Douglas County, Oreg., located within 
10 miles of Winchester Bay. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Coos Bay or Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 129743, filed March 6, 1968. 
Applicant: ROSS H. BROWN, 406 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 61—THURSDAY, MARCH 28, 1968 








Mahoning Avenue, North Versailles 
Township, Pa. 15137. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: John A. Vuono, 2310 Grant 
Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Chemicals (except chem- 
icals, in bulk), between points in Con- 
necticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Virginia, and 
West Virginia, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Allegheny, Arm- 
strong, Beaver, Blair, Butler, Cambria, 
Crawford, Erie, Fayette, Greene, Indiana, 
Lawrence, Mercer, Somerset, Venango, 
Warren, Washington, and Westmore- 
land Counties, Pa., under a continuing 
contract or contracts with the Opalco 
Laboratory, Inc. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No. MC 129750, filed March 7, 1968. 
Applicant: EDWARD C. FERRIS, Camp- 
bell Hall, N.Y. 10916. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Edward M. Alfano, 2 West 
45th Street, New York, N.Y. 10036. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such commodities 
as are dealt in by a manufacturer of 
dump bodies, tanks, garbage packers, 
hoists, and materials, equipment, and 
supplies in connection therewith, loose 
and in boxes, from the site of shipper’s 
plant at Woodbridge, N.J., to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts, 
Maryland, New Hampshire, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia, 
under contract with the Heil Co. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at New York, 
N.Y 


No. MC 129753, filed March 8, 1968. 
Applicant: LARRY J. WALKER, doing 
business as WALKER ‘'TRUCKING 
SERVICE, Bloomfield, Iowa 52537. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Kenneth F. 
Dudley, 901 South Madison Avenue, Post 
Office Box 279, Ottumwa, Iowa 52501. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: (1) 
Wrecked and disabled automobiles and 
trucks, and used automobiles, from 
points in Missouri and Nebraska to 
Bloomfield, Iowa, and (2) used automo- 
biles, between Bloomfield, Iowa, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Kansas 
City and St. Louis, Mo., and Omaha, 
Nebr. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 129756, filed March 11, 1968. 
Applicant: ROY OWENS SISSON, Post 
Office Box 53, Bonita, La. 71250. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Douglas C. Wynn, 
618 Washington Avenue, Post Office Box 
1295, Greenville, Miss. 38701. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Agricultural chemicals, 
fertilizers, and fertilizer materials, in 
bulk and in containers, and liquid agri- 
cultural chemicals, fertilizers, and fer- 
tilizer materials in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between points in Ashley, Chicot, Drew, 
Jefferson, and Phillips Counties, Ark., 
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and points in Morehouse, Richland, West 
Carroll, and Ouachita Parishes, La., un- 
der contract with Arkla Chemical Corp., 
Little Rock, Ark.; Bunch’s Gin, Jones, 
La.; Honeycutt Grain Co., Goodwill, La.; 
Ouachita Fertilizer & Grain Co., Inc., 
Monroe, La.; Pioneer, Inc., Jones, La.; 
J. B. Shackelford Estate & Shackelford 
Gin, Bonita, La.; and Terrick, Inc., Delhi, 
La. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Monroe, La., or Greenville, Miss. 

No. MC 129758, filed March 12, 1968. 
Applicant: TOWER TOWERS, INC., 
Route 46 and Cherry Hill Road, Parsip- 
pany, N.J. 07054. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Arthur G. D’Alessandro, 126 Haas 
Roard, West Millington, N.J. 07946. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg- 
ular routes, transporting: Wrecked or 
disabled motor vehicles of all types by 
tow trucks, between points in Morris and 
Somerset Counties, N.J., and points in 
Pennsylvania, east of U.S. Highway 15. 
NoTeE: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Newark, 
N.J., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 129766 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 14, 1968. Applicant: EDWARD 
ZEILINGA, 31 North Irvington Avenue, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46219. Applicant’s 
representative: Kirkwood Yockey, Suite 
501, Union Federal Building, 45 North 
Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Contrac- 
tors’ machinery and equipment, and 
contractors’ machinery and equipment 
parts and accessories in connection 
therewith, from Chicago, Melrose Park, 
and Libertyville, Ill., and Galion, Bucy- 
rus, Marion, and Sidney, Ohio, to points 
in Indiana, under contract with Indiana 
Equipment Co., Inc. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 129767, filed March 14, 1968. 
Applicant: W. E. BELL & SONS, INC., 
Post Office Box 543, Olean, N.Y. 14761. 
Applicant’s representative: Kenneth T. 
Johnson, Bank of Jamestown Building, 
Jamestown, N.Y. 14761. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Sand, gravel, blacktop, and ready- 
mix concrete, from the plantsite or the 
sand and gravel pits of Allegany Ag- 
gregates, Inc., located in Allegany, Cat- 
taraugus County, N.Y., to points in Pot- 
ter, McKean, Elk, and Cameron Coun- 
ties, Pa., restricted to traffic to be per- 
formed under a continuing contract with 
Allegany Aggregates, Inc. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 129769, filed March 18, 1968. 
Applicant: TIGER CARTAGE COM- 
PANY, INC., Post Office Box 456, Annis- 
ton, Ala. 36201. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: J. Douglas Harris, 410-412 Bell 
Building, Montgomery, Ala. 36104. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties designated as air freight, between 
the municipal airport located in Annis- 
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ton, Ala., and the municipal airport lo- 
cated in Atlanta, Ga., under contract 
with Southern Airways, Inc. Norte: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Montgomery, Ala. 

No. MC 129770, filed March 18, 1968. 
Applicant: S & O CARTAGE Co., INC., 
10800 Avenue A, Chicago, Ill. 60617. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Albert A. An- 
drin, 29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, 
Tll. 60603. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Horses, other than ordinary, and in con- 
nection therewith, supplies and equip- 
ment used in the care and exhibition of 
such animals, between points in Illinois 
and Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Il. 


MoTor CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 50959 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
March 8, 1968. Applicant: THE CINCIN- 
NATI, NEWPORT AND COVINGTON 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
corporation, 11th and Lowell Streets, 
Newport, Ky. 41071. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: John J. O’Hara, c/o O’Hara, 
Ruberg, and Cetrulo, 203 Scott Street, 
Covington, Ky. 41011. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: Passengers and their baggage and 
express and newspapers in the same ve- 
hicle with passengers originating at or 
destined to the Greater Cincinnati Air- 
port, Boone County, Ky., between the 
Greater Cincinnati Airport, Boone Coun- 
ty, Ky., and Middletown, Ohio, from the 
Greater Cincinnati Airport, Boone 
County, Ky., over Kentucky State High- 
way 236, thence over Interstate Highway 
75, thence over Interstate Highway 275, 
thence over Ohio State Highway 4 to 
Middletown, Ohio, and return over the 
same route, serving the intermediate 
points of Fairfield and Hamilton, Ohio. 
Note: Applicant states that no special 
or charter operations are proposed. Com- 
mon control may be involved. If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Hamilton, Middle- 
town, or Cincinnati, Ohio. 

No. MC 111422 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
March 8, 1968. Applicant: ORVILLE D. 
ANDERSON, Conneaut Lake Road, 
Greenville, Pa. 16125. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733, 
Investment Building, Washington, D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Passen- 
gers and their baggage in the same ve- 
hicle with passengers, in round-trip, 
sightseeing and pleasure tours, in special 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in Cuyahoga County, Ohio, in- 
cluding the city of Akron; Mahoning 
County, Ohio, including the city of 
Youngstown; and Lorain, Medina, Por- 
tage, and Stark Counties, Ohio; and 
points in Lawrence County, Pa.; and ex- 
tending to points in the United States, 
including Alaska, but excluding Hawaii. 
Note: Common control may be involved. 


If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 


cant requests it be held at Cleveland, 
Ohio. 


APPLICATION FOR BROKERAGE LICENSE 


No. MC 130053, filed March 6, 1968. 
Applicant: ALLIANCE TRAVEL 
AGENCY, INC., 1222 Jerome Avenue, 
New York (Bronx), N.Y. 10452. Appli- 
cant’s representative: George H. Rosen, 
265 Broadway, Monticello, N.Y. 12701. 
For a license (BMC 5) to engage in 
operations as a broker at Monticello, 
N.Y., Sullivan County Airport, Sullivan 
County, N.Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Atlantic City and Ocean City, NWJ., 
McGuire Air Force Base, Fort Dix, 
Wrightstown, and the township of North 
Hanover, Burlington County, N.J., in ar- 
ranging for the transportation, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, of passengers 
and their baggage, both as individuals 
and in groups, and express and news- 
papers in the same vehicle with passen- 
gers, in regularly scheduled and special 
and charter service, between points in 
the United States including Alaska and 
Hawaii. 

APPLICATION IN WHICH HANDLING WITH- 

OUT ORAL HEARING HAS BEEN REQUESTED 


No. MC 129573 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
March 15, 1968. Applicant: THIBODEAU 
EXPRESS, LIMITED, 3049 Devon Road, 
Box 430, Walkerville Postal Station, 
Windsor, Ontario, Canada. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert D. Schuler, Suite 
1700, 1 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 48226. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
between Detroit, Mich., and the plant- 
site of Ford Motor Co. on Sheldon Road, 
Plymouth Township, Wayne County, 
Mich., and (2) between Detroit, Mich., 
and Willow Run Airport, located near 
Ypsilanti, Mich., restricted to traffic 
originating at or destined to points in 
Canada, having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by air. Note: Ap- 
plicant intends to tack the proposed 
authority at Detroit, Mich., with its ex- 
isting authorities, in order to serve points 
in Ontario, Canada. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-3653; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 


MARCH 25, 1968. 

Protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica- 
tion of this notice in the FEperaL 
REGISTER. 
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LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 


FSA No. 41266—Limestone to points in 
Kansas. Filed by Southwestern Freight 
Bureau, agent (No. B-9061), for inter- 
ested rail carriers. Rates on limestone, 
broken, crushed, ground, or pulverized, in 
bulk or in paper bags, in straight or 
mixed carloads, from Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
Quincy and Valmeyer, Ill., to points in 
Kansas. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion. 

Tariff_—Supplement 189 to South- 
western Freight Bureau, agent, tariff 
ICC 4565. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] H. Nett GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3721; Filed, Mar, 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice 113] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


Marcu 25, 1968. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 279), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe- 
cial rules of practice any interested per- 
son may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, the filing of such a petition will post- 
pone the effective date of the order in 
that proceeding pending its disposition. 


NOTICES 


The matters relied upon by petitioners 
must be specified in their petitions with 
particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70193. By order of 
March 19, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to The Big E Corp, 
Jacksonville, Fla., of certificate No. MC-— 
117673, issued August 11, 1967, to Banana 
Transport, Inc., Jacksonville, Fla., au- 
thorizing the transportation of bananas, 
from Tampa and Port Everglades, Fla., 
and Charleston, S.C., to specified points 
in Florida, Maryland, Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Alabama, Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illi- 
nois, Mississippi, and Missouri. Martin 
Sack, Jr., 1754 Gulf Life Tower, Jack- 
sonville, Fla. 32207, attorney for appli- 
cants. 

No. MC—FC-70254. By order of 
March 15, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Dot Transport, 
Inc., Maspeth, N.Y., of certificate No. 
MC-7923 (Sub-No. 2), issued February 7, 
1966, to Hercules Trucking Co., Inc., 
Cranston, R.I., authorizing the trans- 
portation of general commodities, with 
the usual exceptions, between Providence, 
R.I., and Stamford, Conn., between New 


York, N.Y., and Stamford, Conn., and - 


between specified counties in New Jersey 
and New York, N.Y. Edward M. Alfano, 2 
West 45th Street, New York, N.Y. 10036, 
attorney for Transferee and Mary E. 
Kelley, 10 Tremont Street, Boston, Mass. 
02108, attorney for Transferor. 


[SEAL] H. Nett Garson, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3722; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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{Ex Parte 259; Amdt. 2, Special Permission 
68-4000] 


INCREASED FREIGHT RATES, 1968 


At a session of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Division 2, held at 
its office in Washington, D.C., on the 25th 
day of March 1968. 

Upon further consideration of the 
matters and things involved in Special 
Permission No. 68-4000, entered by the 
Commission March 8, 1968, as amended 
March 12, 1968, and upon consideration 
of a petition dated March 21, 1968, filed 
by Edward A. Kaier and other attorneys, 
for and on behalf of petitioners in Ex 
Parte No. 259, for modification of Special 
Permission No. 68-4000 so as to permit 
the filing of a supplement to Tariff of 
Increased Rates and Charges, X-259, for 
the purpose of revising increases in Items 
655 and 675 thereof, upon less than the 
75 days’ notice required by Special Per- 
mission No. 68-4000, and good cause ap- 
pearing therefor: 

It is ordered, That Special Permission 
No. 68-4000, entered and amended as 
aforestated, be, and it is hereby, further 
modified so as to provide for the filing 
of a supplement to the master tariff re- 
vising the ircreases in Items 655 and 675 
as proposed in the petition to become ef- 
fective on not less than 60 days’ notice to 
the Commission and to the public, but 
no earlier than May 27, 1968. 

It is further ordered, That, except as 
herein modified and amended, Special 
Permission No. 68-4000 shall be, and re- 


main, in full force and effect. 
By the Commission, Division 2. 
[SEAL] H. Net Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-3723; Filed, Mar. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 61—THURSDAY, MARCH 28, 1968 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—MARCH 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during March. 


3 CFR Page | 7 CFR—Continued Page »7 CFR—Continued 


PROCLAMATIONS: PrRoposED RuLES—Continued 


4808, 4985, 5096 
4985, 4994 

4985 

4586, 4985 


EXECUTIVE ORDERS: 


Aug. 22, 1919 (revoked in 4926, 4927 
po? PLO cea, er 3639, 4417, 4629 4191, 4985 
June 8, 1926 (revoked in part 4586, 4985 
by PLO 4381) 
5903 (revoked by PLO 4371) -- 
6697 (revoked by PLO 4371) -- 
6868 (modified by EO 11401) -_ 4517, 4890 
7784-A (see EO 11401) 4188 
8033 (see EO 11401) a 
47 ( 
8647 (revoked in part by PLO ‘aio, 4985 
8652 (revoked in part by PLO 4419, 4985 
, ) en . — e ides 4419, 4985 
9344 (see EO 11401) 4419, 4985 
9916 (see EO 11401) 4581, 4985, 5040 
10128 (see EO 11401) 
10830 (amended by EO 11398) — 
11074 (revoked by EO 11398) __ 
11248 (amended by EO 11400) - 


4985 

4985 

4985 

4581, 4928, 4985, 5040 
4581, 4985, 5040 
4581, 4985, 5040 


4261, 4517, 4985 
4680, 4985 
4268, 4985 
4985 
4985 
4616, 4871 4581, 4985, 5040 
4399 4985 
ae 4985 4248, 4249, 4452 
4729 
4787 498 a 
ve 4249, 4453 
a 4249, 4455 
4788 4985 
4514, 4561, 4729 4985, 5098 
4247 4745, 4985 
4247, 4514, 4792, 5085 4745, 4985 
4247, 4514, 4793, 4913, 5085 4808, 4985, 5096 


4617 4985 
4105, 4365, 4399, 4617, 4655, 4913 4985 


5038 4985 
4105, 4365 4985 


4561, 5039 4249, 4366, 4794, 4795, 4919, 5035 
4452 


9 4402, 4404 
4515 
4106, 4365 4095, 4171, 4249, 4366-4368, 4404, 
4405, 4509-4511, 4562, 4795, 4796, 
4945, 4985 4872, 4873, 4981, 5035, 5036, 5088. 
4985, 4994 4095, 4096, a 
43 





FEDERAL REGISTER 
14 CFR—Continued Page 


3622, 4311, 4563, 4874 
Re iecinindtiadinmmaacmuastaaet 4096, 4144 
28) cc mnnncnecesnennesmemncndinin 4456 
DED a ss etree niece tpn eee entin cinco 3631 


4490 | 120_--..------ 4138, 4172, 4326, 4407, 4658 
Tete | WEE: cencnantapampeemnasinesl 4098, 
3642 4138, 4173, 4327, 4408, 4575, 4576, 

4201, 4202, 4270, 4271, 4375-4377, 4618, 4659, 4732, 4982. 

4421, 4525-4527, 4630, 4831-4833, 


3645, 4340 
4340 
4340 
4340 
3645, 5044 





32A CFR 
OEP (Ch. D: 
2 ae ee 
4135, 4136, 4249, 4250, 4405, 4618, ee pg 
4655, 4920, 4921. OIA (Ch. X): 


4137, 4250, 4511 OI Reg. 1 
4718, 4922 


4737, 4738, 4799, 4881, 4922 
4373, 4576, 4674 
4463, 4464 


3633, 3634, 5088, 5089 


4406 
4373, 4461 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


Page | 43 CFR—Continued 47 CFR—Continued Page 
4983 | Pusiic LAND Orpers—Continued 4577, 4889 


3638 
4102, 4186, 4187, 4408, 4739 


4103, 5094 
5094 
4103, 5094 


Pusiic LAND ORDERS: 
2546 (revoked in part by PLO 








